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Rules and Regulations 


having 
Gotta istcaa and ee dete sane 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is issuing this final rule 
to implement the new section 808 of the 
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 8301 et seq., (“FUA”), 
which was added to FUA by section 
1023 of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981, Pub. L. 97-35 
(“OBRA”). Section 808 of FUA requires 
certain electric utilities which have used 
and intend to continue to use natural gas 
as a primary energy source to submit 
conservation plans to DOE. These final 
rules set forth the procedures for 
submission of conservation plans to 
DOE and establish the substantive 
requirements for such plans. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: Sections 508.1-508.8 of 
this final rule will not become effective 
until the information collection 
requirements therein, which are under 
review at the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB), have been approved. 
. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert L. Davies, Director, Fuels 
Conversion Division, Office of Fuels 
Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Forrestal Building, 
Room GA-093, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585, 
ood 252-1316 

mry Garson, Assistant General 
Cua for Coal Regulations (GC-14), 


Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Energy, Room 6B-178, 
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252-2967 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

[OMB CONTROL NUMBER: Approval 
by OMB is pending]. 

1. Background. 

Il. Comments. 

Ill. Procedural Matters. 


I. Background 

Section 1023 of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981, Pub. L. 97-35, 
August 13, 1981 (“OBRA”), amended the 
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 8301 et seg. (“FUA”), 
by adding a new section 808, entitled 
“Electric Utility Conservation Plan.” 
Section 808 requires utilities which used 
natural gas as a primary energy source 
between August 14, 1980, and August 13, 
1981, in any electric powerplant, and 
which also plan to use natural gas in. 
any electric powerplant, to develop and 
submit to DOE for approval a 
conservation plan to achieve 
conservation of electric energy. The plan 
must be designed to achieve 
conservation at a level equal to 10 
percent of the electric energy output of 
the utility which is attributable to 
natural gas measured against the four 
calendar quarters ending on June 30, 
1981. The plan must be fully 
implemented within five years after 
DOE approves it. 

On March 3, 1982, DOE issued ‘ 
proposed rules (47 FR 10589 (March 11, 
1982)) (“NOPR”) concerning the 
procedural and substantive 
requirements for the submission of 
conservation plans to DOE for approval. 
The NOPR provided for a 45-day public 
comment period, which expired on April 
26, 1982. Most of the comments received 
by DOE strongly endorsed the content of 
the NOPR. All comments received by 
DOE have been considered in 
promulgating this final rule, and 
comments recommending revisions to 
the NOPR are addressed in Section II, 
infra. 

II. Comments 
A. Applicability (§ 508.2) 

DOE received a number of comments 

recommending that it exempt from the 


reporting requirements of the final rule 
utilities generating relatively small 


amounts of electric power on natural gas" 


during the statutory base period for 
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applicability (i.e. the one-year period 
ending on August 13, 1981), including 
utilities using natural gas exclusively for 
peaking purposes during that period. 
Seyeral commenters recommended, for 
example, that DOE exempt from the 
requirements of Part 508 utilities using 
natural gas solely for peaking purposes, 
where such natural gas use is 
attributable to no more than 5 percent of 
their total electrical generation. Other 
commenters suggested exemption of 
utilities using coal for 90 percent of their 
total electrical generation, or exemption 
of utilities either generating less than 
100 million kilowatt hours with natural 
gas during the base period for 
applicability, or capable of achieving 
conservation of no greater than one 
percent of their total energy output. 
Finally, most of these commenters 
requested that, in the event DOE is 
unable to exempt the categories of 
utilities described, it should provide a 
simple self-certification procedure for 
compliance by such utilities.. 

DOE is sympathetic to the concerns 
expressed by the commenters requesting 
such categorical relief from the 
requirements of Part 508. DOE has 
concluded, however, that it has no 
authority to exempt any utility which 
meets the explicit jurisdictional 
standards set forth in section 808 of 
FUA, as amended. Specifically, section 
808(a) provides, in pertinent part, that 
“An electric utility is subject to this 
subsection if—{1) the utility owns or 
operates any existing electric 
powerplant in which natural gas was 
used as a primary energy source at any 
time during the 1-year period ending on 
the date of the enactment of this section, 
and (2) the utility plans to use natural 
gas as a primary energy source in any 
electric powerplant. 

It should be noted that on November 
30, 1981 (46 FR 59872 (December 7, 
1981)), in revising its final rules 
implementing FUA, DOE eliminated its 
so-called “aggregation rules,” thus 
removing from the definition of “electric 
powerplant” units smaller than the 
statutory minimum fuel heat input rate 
of 100 million Btu’s per hour. At the 
same time, DOE narrowed the scope of 
the term “primary energy source,” to 
exclude therefrom 25 percent of the total 
annual Btu heat input within a unit. 
Thus, under DOE’s revised 
implementing regulations, the 
applicability of section 808 is limited to 
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any utility which owned or operated an 
existing “electric powerplant” (i.e., a 
stationary electric generating unit 
consisting of a boiler, gas turbine or 
combined cycle unit of 100 million Btu's 
per hour or greater fuel heat input rate), 
and which consumed natural gas in that 
unit in excess of 25 percent of the total 
annual Btu heat input of the unit during 
the statutory base period for 
applicability. In this regard, DOE notes 
that the one utility commenter who 
indicated that it had operated solely a 
natural gas or diesel-fired internal 
combustion engine during the base 
period, would not be subject to the 
section 808 requirements, since an 
internal combustion unit is not defined 
as an “electric powerplant” under FUA. 

In the event that smaller natural gas 
users could not be exempted, 
commenters also suggested provision of 
a simple self-certification procedure for 
such utilities. DOE does not believe that 
such a procedure would be consistent 
with the explicit section 808 : 
requirements governing plan 
submission, contents, and approval. 

In response to the expressed concerns 
of the small natural gas users, it should 
be emphasized that the conservation 
requirement of section 808 correlates 
directly with the amount of natural gas 
burned by a utility during the statutory 
base period. Thus, for example, a utility 
using nathral gas in a powerplant solely 
for peaking purposes during the base 
period for applicability, and for whom 
such gas use amounted to 5 percent of 
its aggregate fuel heat input, would be 
required within five years to achieve 
conservation of only 10 percent of the 
electric energy output attributable to 
that natural gas use, or .5 percent of its 
electric energy output during the base 
period for compliance. 

DOE also received a number of 
comments concerning section 508.2(b) of 
its NOPR, which provided that “A public 
utility holding company may file a plan 
for all of the public utilities under its 
direct control or may file separate 
conservation plans for each such public 
utility.” In response to these comments, 
DOE has adopted the following 
revisions to this subsection: 

(1) DOE has deleted the term “direct” 
in the phrase “direct control,” since we 
do not believe that it is consequential 
under this program whether the control 
is “direct” or “indirect.” 

(2) DOE has inserted language to 
clarify its intention that a public utility 
holding company may elect to file plans 
for any one or more of the individual 
utilities which it controls, and that, for 
those utilities for which individual plans 
will be filed, it is the responsibility of 


each such individual utility to file its 
own plan. 

DOE received one comment 
recommending that holding companies 
should not be permitted to file plans on 
behalf of their constituent utilities. DOE 
declines to adopt this recommendation, 
since it would result in the imposition of 
unnecessary and sometimes excessive 
regulatory burdens for individual 
affected utilities, with no concomitant 
conservation benefits. 


B. Dates for Submission of Plan (§ 508.3) 


DOE received one comment 
recommending that the August 13, 1982, 
submission deadline for conservation 
plans should be moved back to 
September 13, 1982. Section 808(b)(1) of 
FUA, as amended, requires that plans be 
submitted “within 1 year after the date 
of the enactment of [OBRA].” DOE's 
August 13, 1982, deadline implements 
this statutory directive, and DOE is 
without authority to adopt the requested 
revision. 


C. Procedures for Submission of 
Conservation Plans to DOE (§ 508.4) 


One commenter requested 
substitution of a 45-day public comment 
period on the contents of proposed 
conservation plans, in lieu of the 30-day 
period provided for in the NOPR. DOE 
believes that a 30-day comment period 
is reasonable, and that provision of a 
longer time period could unnecessarily 
impede its compliance with the statutory 
— of 120 days to approve each 
plan 


D. Approval of Proposed Conservation 
Plan (§ 508.5) 


In recognition of the fact that there 
wilt be only one DOE approval of a plan, 
DOE has deleted the inadvertent 
references to “initial” and “final” 
approval of a plan in $§ 508.3(c), 
508.5(a), 508.6(a) and 508.8(a) of the 
NOPR. 


One commenter requested that DOE 
provide a fixed 60-day period for 
submission of a modified conservation 
plan. DOE has adopted the “reasonable 
period of time” standard as initially 
proposed. DOE believes that this case- 
by-case approach will better take 
account of circumstances that 
may exist for affected utilities. 


E. Contents of Conservation Plan 
(§ 508.8) 


One commenter requested further 
explanation of the measurement of the 
electrical output conservation target of 
§ 508.8. DOE remains ready to assist any 
utility in understanding its 
res} ibilities under this rule, but 
believes that the statutory standard, as 
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embodied in the rule, is sufficiently 
explicit. 

Several commenters recommended 
clarification of § 508.8(a) by revising the 
second sentence to begin as follows: 
“The amount of electric energy.to be 
conserved not later than the fifth year 
after approval, measured on an annual 
basis, must be at least equal to* * *” 
DOE agrees that this language clarifies 
the compliance responsibilities of 
affected utilities, and has adopted the 
revision. 

One commenter requested that DOE 
remove the word “any” in the phrase 
“Any such other measures as the utility 
may consider appropriate” at the 
beginning of § 508.8(b)(3). The word 
does not appear in the corresponding 
provision in the statute, and DOE has 
adopted this change by deleting the 
word “any.” 

A number of commenters expressed 
concern that DOE had failed to include 
in the NOPR a provision corresponding 
to section 808(c)(3) of FUA, as amended, 
which provides that any conservation 
plan may set forth a program for the use 
of renewable energy sources (other than 
hydroelectric power). DOE believes that 
§ 508.8(b)(3) was broad enough to 
encompass this provision, and to make 
it even clearer, DOE has added this 
provision to § 508.8(c) of the final rule. 

Comments were received requesting 
that DOE allow conservation programs 
developed and implemented pursuant to 
the 1978 National Energy Act to be 
included in qualifying conservation 
plans. Authority to include such 
programs is already provided in 
§ 508.8(a) of these rules. Other 
commenters were uncertain whether a 
utility could: (1) Include measures 
undertaken prior to the enactment of 
OBRA; and (2) include measures 
required pursuant to state or local law. 
DOE believes that inclusion of such 
measures is already permitted by 
section 808(c)(2)(C) of FUA, as amended, 
and § 508.8(b)(3) of this rule. 

One commenter recommended that 
DOE delete the inclusion in § 508.8(a) of 
in-plant electric usage in the base figure 
to which the 10 percent conservation 
requirement applies, by deleting the 
phrase “including electric energy used 
directly by the utility.” DOE agrees that 
strictly in-plant electric usage is not 
required to be included in the “electric 
energy output” measurement called for 
under section 808(c) of FUA, as 
amended. DOE believes, however, that 
any other electric energy used by the 
utility company, outside of a generating 
facility, but within its system, must be 
included in the calculation. DOE has 


revised the rule accordingly. 
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One commenter suggested that DOE 
permit conservation to be achieved 
through the introduction of new non- 
natural-gas-fired generation. DOE notes 
that the regulations permit affected 
utilities wide latitude in selecting the 
means to achieve their conservation 
requirements. It should be emphasized, 
however, in response to several 
commenters who interpreted those 
requirements as calling for a 10 percent 
natural gas savings, that the statute 
requires a 10 percent savings in the 
utility's electric energy output 
attributable to natural gas usage during 
the base period for compliance. 

The substitution of natural gas with 
alternate fuels, therefore, while 
consistent with the purposes of FUA, 
will not, absent demonstration of a 
resulting conservation of electric 
generation, meet the requirements of 
section 808 of FUA, as amended. 

One commenter felt that there was an 
inconsistency between § §508.2 and 
508.8 of the NOPR. In section 508.8, - 
according to the comment, the 
conservation target is required to be set 
as a percent of the electrical energy 
output sold within the utility’s system, 
while in-§ 508.2, the applicability criteria 
fail to indicate whether the natural gas 
which is planned to be burned is to be 
used for energy sold within the utility's 
system or sold outside of it. DOE's rules, 
consistent with section 808 of FUA, as 
amended, establish separate and 
distinct standards governing 
applicability and conservation 
requirements. The applicability criteria 
look to a utility’s past and expected fuel 
input, while the conservation 
requirements, as noted supra, pertain to 
a utility’s historic electric energy output 
during a statutorily —— base 
period. Accordingly, the provisions of 
§§ 508.2 and 508.8 are not inconsistent. 

A comment was received 
recommending the exclusion of 
wholesale power sales from the 10 
percent conservation requirement of 
§ 508.8. DOE notes that the rule already 
excludes from the 10 percent figure 
power sales outside of a utility’s system, 
including wholesale power sales. 

Finally, one commenter requested that 
DOE include in this section of the final 
tule language from the Conference 
Report on OBRA indicating that all 
obligations of a utility to implement its 
conservation plan cease at the end of 
the five-year compliance period. DOE is 
not adopting this change in its final rule 
since there is no statutory language 
corresponding to this portion of the 
OBRA legislative history. In response to 
the comment, however, DOE wishes to 
emphasize that there is no statutory 
_ Tequirement to implement a plan beyond 


the five year period, but section 808(c) of 
the statute requires that plans be fully 
implemented before the expiration of 
that period. 


F. General 


DOE received the following general 
comments on its March 11, 1982, NOPR: 

(1) One commenter states that 
references to “Director” in the NOPR as 
the approving official should be 
replaced with “Secretary” pursuant to 

section 808 of FUA, as amended.—As 
with a large part of the oases FUA 
program, in the interests of 
administrative efficiency, responsibility 
for implementation of the section 808 
program will be delegated to the 
Director of the Fuels Conversion 
Division of the Office of Fuels Programs 
within DOE. The recommended change 
is accordingly not being adopted. 

(2) Several commenters felt that 
“conservation plans” already filed by 
utilities obtaining special temporary 
public interest exemptions for the use of 
natural gas under Title I] of FUA, and 
DOE's implementing rules (44 FR 21230 
(April 9, 1979)); or proposed system 
compliance plans already filed by 
utilities pursuant to Title V and FUA 
and DOE's implementing rules (45 FR 
53696 (August 12, 1980)), should suffice 
to meet the conservation plan 
requirements of section 808 of FUA, as 
amended.—In response to the repeal 
under OBRA of the so-called “off-gas” 
prohibitions of the former section 301 of 
FUA, DOE's regulations governing the 
foregoing two programs were eliminated 
on December 21, 1981 (47 FR 749 
(January 7, 1982)). Unlike section 808 of 
FUA, which requires a demonstration of 
conservation of electrical output, the 
foregoing programs emphasized 
conservation of oil and, in the case of 
the system compliance option, natural 
gas, by means of fuels substitution. 
Further, DOE has no authority under 
section 808 to accept utility submissions 
under those former programs in lieu of 
the explicit conservation plan 
requirements enacted as part of the 
OBRA amendments to FUA. 

(3) One commenter stated that DOE’s 
rules should provide for oversight of the 
effectiveness of aspects of approved 
plans to ensure appropriate progress 
toward the five-year goal.—Section 808 
of FUA and DOE's implementing rules 
require utilities subject to the 
conservation plan requirements to file 
annual reports with DOE, indicating 
steps taken during the preceding year to 
implement the plan. DOE believes that 
the authority will be sufficient to 
evaluate a utility’s progress in meeting 
its plan commitments. 
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(4) One commenter objected to DOE’s 
statement in the NOPR that “These 
proposals will not be likely to result in 
an annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more” for purposes of 
Executive Order 12291, and stated that 
DOE is required to prepare a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis for this rule pursuant to 
that Order— 

While DOE continues to believe that 
this final rule is not a “major rule” 
within the meaning of the Executive 
Order, even if it were, it would also be 
exempt from the requirements of the 
Executive Order, based upon the fact 
that compliance with the Order would 
conflict with the statutorily established 
submittal deadline in section 808 of 
FUA, as amended. Specifically, section 
808 requires the submission of plans 
within one year after enactment, or by 
August 13, 1982. Compliance with the 
requirements for a major rule, especially 
preparation of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis, could impede the ability of 
affected utilities to meet this statutory 
requirement. Pursuant to section 8{a)({2) 
of the Executive Order, DOE has 
reported the exemption to OMB together 
with a statement of the reasons therefor. 


Ill. Procedural Matters 


A. Section 102 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 


DOE has determined that this final 
tule does not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment within the 
meaning of section 102(2)(C) of NEPA. 
Therefore, the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement for this 
rule is not required. 

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


In the NOPR published on March 11, 
1982, DOE announced its determination 
that this rule would not have a 
“significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities” 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 
U.S.C. 601 et seq. This determination 
was based on DOE's findings that: (1) A 
very small number of the companies 
which could be affected by the 
conservation plan requirements would 
qualify as “small businesses,” and (2) 
the economic impact of compliance with 
the rule would be relatively insignificant 
for these small concerns. At the same 
time, DOE announced in the NOPR its 
willingness to review any comments 
concerning the impact of this rule on 
small entities. 

No comments received by DOE 
challenged the foregoing findings. DOE 
continues to believe that, at most, a very 
small number of small entities will be 
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affected by this rule, and that the impact 
on those small entities affected will be 
insignificant. Therefore, DOE certifies 
that this rule is not likely to have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


C. Executive Order No. 12291 


DOE has invoked an exemption under 
section 8(a)(2) of Executive Order 12291, 
based upon the fact that compliance 
with the requirements of the Order 
would conflict with the statutorily 
established submittal deadline in 
section 808 of FUA, as amended. 
Pursuant to section 8(a)(2) of the 
Executive Order, DOE has submitted a 
statement concerning this conflict to 
OMB. 


D. Paperwork Reduction Act 


In accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-511), 
the reporting or recordkeeping 
provisions that are included in this final 
rule have been or will be submitted for 
approval to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB). They are not 
effective until OMB approval has been 
obtained and the public notified to that 
effect through a technical amendment to 
this rule. 


List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 508 


Business and industry, Electric 
powerplants, Natural Gas, 
Conservation. 

(Department of Energy Organization Act, 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.); Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
of 1978, Pub. L. 95-620, 92 Stat. 3289 (42 U.S.C. 
8301 et seq.); E.O. 12009, 42 FR 46267, 
September 15, 1977; Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981, Pub. L. 97-35, 
August 13, 1981) 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Subchapter E, “Alternate Fuels” of 
Chapter II, Title 10 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by 
adding a new Part 508 thereto, as set 
forth below. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 3, 1982. 
Rayburn Hanzlik, 


Administrator, Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 


PART 508—ELECTRIC UTILITY 
CONSERVATION 


Subpart A—General Provisions 


Sec. 

508.1 Purpose and scope. 

508.2 Applicability. 

508.3 Date for submission of plan. 


Subpart B—Procedures 
Cd Sevetone for submission of plans to 


Sec. 

508.5 Approval of proposed plan. 

508.6 Amendments of approved plan. 

508.7 Annual reporting requirement. 
Subpart C—Contents of Conservation Plan 
508.8 Contents of plan. 

Authority: Department of Energy 
Organization Act, Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 
(42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.); Powerplant and 
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978, Pub. L. 95- 
620, 92 Stat. 3289 (42 U.S.C. 8301 et seq.); E.O. 
12009, 42 FR'46267, September 15, 1977; 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, 
Pub. L. 97-35, August 13, 1981. 


Subpart A—General Provisions 


§ 508.1 Purpose and scope. 

This Part establishes the requirements 
and procedures for submission to DOE 
of any Electric Utility Conservation Plan 
(“plan”), pursuant to section 808 of FUA, 
as amended. Section 508.2 establishes 
the applicability of the requirement for a 
plan which is imposed by section 808 of 
FUA. Sections 508.4 and 508.5 provide 
the procedures for submission to and 
approval by DOE of plans by electric 
utilities. Section 508.6 provides for the 
amendment of plans which have 
received approval from DOE, and 
section 508.7 establishes an annual 
reporting requirement for utilities 
subject to the plan requirement. Section 
508.8 establishes the requirements for 
the contents of plans. 


$508.2 Applicability. 

(a) These regulations apply to any 
electric utility which: 

(1) Owns or operates any existing 
electric powerplant (for definition of 
“existing electric powerplant” see 10 
CFR 500.2) in which natural gas was 
used as a primary energy source (for 
definition of “primary energy source” 
see 10 CFR 500.2) at any time during the 
one-year period ending on August 13, 
1981; and 

(2) Plans to use natural gas as a 
primary energy source in any electric 
powerplant (for definition of “electric 
powerplant” see 10 CFR 500.2). 

(b) A public utility holding company 
may file a plan for any or all of the 
public utilities under its control. In the 
event that a public utility holding 
company elects not to file a plan for any 
or all of the pubic utilities under its 
control, each such public utility is 
responsible for filing its own plan 
pursuant to this Part. 


§ 508.3 Date for submission of pian. 

(a) Each electric utility subject to this 
Part must, on or before August 13, 1982, 
submit to DOE a plan which satisfies the 
requirements of § 508.8 of this Part. 

) The Director of the Fuels 
Conversion Division of the Office of 
Fuels Programs of ERA shall approve or 
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disapprove such plans pursuant to 
section 508.5 of this Part. 

(c) Each utility subject to this Part 
must implement the approved plan 
during the five-year period beginning on 
the date of approval of the plan. 


Subpart B—Procedures 


§ 508.4 Procedures for submission of 
plans to DOE. 

(a) Filing of Proposed Plans. Proposed 
plans are to be filed with DOE at the 
following address: Director, Fuels 
Conversion Division, Office of Fuels 
Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Department of Energy, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Ave., S.W., Room GA-093, Washington, 
D.C. 20585. 

(b) Notice of Receipt of Plan and 
Public Comment Period. Upon receipt of 
a proposed plan, DOE shall publish in 
the Federal Register a Notice of Receipt 
of Proposed Conservation Plan. The 
publication of such Notice shall 
commence a public comment period of 
thirty (30) days, during which interested 
persons may submit written comments 
concerning the content of the proposed 
plan. The proposed plan shall be 
available for public inspection during 
this period at a location announced in 
the Notice. 


§ 508.5 Approval of proposed pian. 


(a) The Director of the Fuels 
Conversion Division of the Office of 
Fuels Programs shall, within 120 days 
after the submission of any proposed 
plan, approve or disapprove the 
proposed plan submitted by an electric 
utility pursuant to § 508.4 of this Part. 
The Director shall approve the proposed 
plan unless he finds that the plan does 
not meet the requirements established 
by § 508.8 of this Part. Prior to approval 
of a proposed plan, DOE shall evaluate 
the environmental consequences of such 
plan. 

(b) When the Director approves the 
proposed plan, DOE will publish a . 
Notice of Approval of Conservation Plan 
in the Federal Register. Approval of the 
plan will be effective upon such 
publication. 

(c) If the proposed plan, as originally 
submitted, fails to meet the 
requirements for approval, DOE will 
notify the utility submitting the plan by 
letter, setting forth the reasons for 
disapproval. The Director shall provide 
a reasonable period of time for 
submission of a modified conservation 
plan. Where the modified plan is not 
submitted within the specified time . 
period, a Notice of Non-approval shall 
be published in the Federal Register 
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together with the basis for the 
determination that the proposed plan 
fails to meet the requirements of § 508.8 
of this Part. 


§ 508.6 Amendment of approved plan. 

(a) An electric utility may, at any time, 
propose an amendment to a 
conservation plan for which approval 
has been received pursuant to § 508.5 of 
this Part. 

(b) The proposed amended plan shall 
be submitted in accordance with the 
procedures established in section 508.4 
of this Part, and shall be subject to 
approval pursuant to § 508.5 of this Part. 


§ 508.7 Annual reporting requirement. 

Any electric utility required to submit 
a plan under section 808 of FUA, as 
amended, shall annually submit to the 
Director of the Fuels Conversion 
Division of the Office of Fuels Programs 
a report identifying the steps taken 
during the preceding year to implement 
such plan. 


Subpart C—Contents of Conservation 
Plan 


§ 508.8 Contents of pian. 

(a) Any plan‘submitted pursuant to 
section 508.4 of this Part shall set forth 
the means determined by the utility to 
achieve the required conservation of 
electric energy not later than the fifth 
year after its approval. The amount of 
electric energy to be conserved not later 
than the fifth year after removal, 
measured on an annual basis, must be at 
least equal to 10 percent of the electric 
energy output of that utility sold within 
its own system (excluding electric 
energy utilized within a utility’s 
generating facility) which is attributable 
to natural gas during the four calendar 
quarters ending June 30, 1981. A plan 
may include those conservation 
measures adopted and conservation 
benefits achieved in response to the 
National Energy Act of 1978 and its 
component parts including the 
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
of 1978 and the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act of 1978. 

(b) The plan shall include: (1) All 
activities required for such utility by 
Part 1 of Title II of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act of 1978; 

(2) An effective public information 
program for conservation; and“ 

(3) Such other measures as the utility 
may consider appropriate. 

(c) Any plan submitted pursuant to 
§ 508.4 of this Part may set forth a 
program for the use of renewable energy 
sources (other than hydroelectric 
power). 


(d) Any plan shall contain procedures 
to permit the amounts expended by the 
utility in developing and implementing 
the plan to be recovered in a manner 
specified by the appropriate State 
regulatory authority (or by the utility in 
the case of a nonregulated utility). A 
utility may submit an amended plan for 
approval pursuant to § 508.6 of this Part 
at any time to reflect changes to the plan 
which will permit such recovery. 


[FR Doc. 82~16070 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 amj 


BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


12 CFR Part 303 


Applications, Requests, Submittals 
and Notices of Acquisition of Control 
AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 


ACTION: Notification of Action By the 
Office of Management and Budget. 


SUMMARY: This document announces 


that the Office of Management and 
Budget (“OMB”) has approved under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
3501 et seq), the collection of relevant 
information under § 303.11(f} of FDIC's 
Rules and Regulations (12 CFR 303.11(f)) 
which delegates to the FDIC’s Board of 
Review authority to act on requests for 
relief from reimbursement under the 
Truth-in-Lending Simplification and 
Reform Act (“TILA”) (15 U.S.C. 
1607(e)(2)). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James L. Meador, Attorney, Legal 
Division, Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, 550-17th Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., 20429, (202) 389-4171. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
303.11(f) was published as an 
amendment to Part 303 of FDIC’s Rules 
and Regulations on March 8, 1982 (47 FR 
9810). The information that may be 
voluntarily submitted to FDIC by a bank 
in support of its request for relief refers 
to types of violations of the TILA, the 
statutory authority giving FDIC 
discretion to grant relief under the TILA, 
any arguments for allowing an extended 
time period for making reimbursement, 
any bank efforts to correct the 
violations, the total amount of 
reimbursement required to remedy the 
violations, and an explanation of any 
significant impact reimbursement would 
have on the safety or soundness of the 
bank. 

Accordingly, the FDIC announces that 
the Office of Management and Budget 
has approved collection of the 
information described above through 


November 30, 1984. The collection has 

been assigned OMB No. 3064-0065. 
Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Hoyle L. Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16036 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 
21 CFR Parts 5 and 12 


Equal Access to Justice Act; 
Delegations of Authority and 
Organization; Cross-Reference 
Departmental Regulations 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending the 
regulations for delegations of authority 
to describe a new delegation of 
authority to the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs from the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services under the Equal 
Access to Justice Act. The delegation 
authorizes the Commissioner to take 
final action on matters pertaining to 
section 203 of the Act (5 U.S.C. 504) and 
to develop procedures and regulations 
supplementing the Department of Health 
and Human Services’ (DHHS) 
implementation regulations. FDA also is 
amending its administrative practices 
and procedures regulations to refer to 
the DHHS regulations. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert L. Miller, Office of Management 
and Operations (HFA-340), Food and 
Drug Administration, 4500 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-4976. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
DHHS regulations for implementation of 
the Equal Access Justice Act in agency 
proceedings (45 CFR Part 13) were 
published in the Federal Register of 
March 12, 1982 (47 FR 10834). Section 
13.8 (45 CFR 13.8) delegated to certain 
Department officials the authority to 
take final action on matters pertaining 
to section 203 of that Act (on award of 
fees in certain adversary adjudications) 
and to develop procedures and 
regulations where necessary to 
supplement these regulations. With 
respect to FDA proceedings, the 
authority was delegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs or his 
designee. 


to 
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FDA is amending the list in § 5.10 (21 
CFR 5.10) of the Commissioner's 
delegations of authority to add a new 
paragraph (f) describing the new 
delegation of authority. FDA also is 
amending § 12.21 of the regulations (21 
CFR 12.21) to add a new paragraph (d) 
that refers to the DHHS regulations. 
FDA has no current plans to issue 
supplementary regulations, but may do 
so in the future if necessary. 

Notice of this regulation, opportunity 
for public comment, and delayed 
effective date are unnecessary under 5 
U.S.C. 553(b)(A). 


List of Subjects 
21 CFR Part 5 


Authority delegations (Government 
agencies); Organizations and functions 
(Government agencies). 


21 CFR Part 12 


Administrative practice and 
procedure. 


Therefore, under the Equal Access to 
Justice Act (5 U.S.C. 504 and 504 note) 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (secs. 505, 512, 515, 701(a), 
52 Stat. 1052-1053 as amended, 1055, 82 
Stat. 343-351 as amended, 90 Stat. 552- 
559 (21 U.S.C. 355, 360b, 360e, 371(a))), 
and under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21 
CFR 5.10), Chapter I of Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended: 


PART 5—DELEGATIONS OF 
AUTHORITY AND ORGANIZATION 


1. In Part 5, by adding new paragraph 
(f) to § 5.10, to read as follows: 


§5.10 Delegations from the Secretary, the 
Assistant Secretary for Health, and Public 
Health Service Officials. 

(f) The Secretary of Health and 
Human Services has redelegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs, or his 
designee, the authority to take final 
action on matters pertaining to section 
203 of the Equal Access to Justice Act (5 
U.S.C. 504), and to develop procedures 
and regulations where necessary to 
supplement the Department's 
regulations, 45 CFR Part 13. 


PART 12—FORMAL EVIDENTIARY 
PUBLIC HEARING 


2. In Part 12, by adding a new 
paragraph (d) to § 12.21, to read as 
follows: 


§ 12.21 Initiation of a hearing involving the 
lesuance, amendment, or revocation of an 


(d) In a proceeding under sections 
505(e), 512(e) or (m), or 515(e) of the act 
in which a party wishes to apply for 
reimbursement of certain expenses 
under the Equal Access to Justice Act (5 
U.S.C. 504 and 504 note), FDA will 
follow the Department of Health and 
Human Services’ regulations in 45 CFR 
Part 13. 

Effective date. This regulation shall 

become effective June 15, 1982. 
(5 U.S.C. 504 and 504 note); (secs. 505, 512, 
515, 701(a), 52 Stat. 1052-1053 as amended, 
1055, 82 Stat. 343-351 as amended, 90 Stat. 
552-559 as amended (21 U.S.C. 355, 360b, 
360c, 371{a))) 

Dated: June 7, 1982. 

Mark Novitch, 

Acting Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
{FR Doc. 82~16060 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


21 CFR Part 520 


Oral Dosage Form New Animal Drugs 
Not Subject to Certification; 
Sulfamethazine Sodium Drinking Water 
Solution 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending the 
animal drug regulations to reflect 
approval of a new animal drug 
application (NADA) filed by the Ralston 
Purina Co., providing for safe and 
effective use of sulfamethazine sodium 
drinking water solution for treating 
chickens, turkeys, swine, and beef cattle 
and nonlactating dairy cattle for certain 
infections caused by sulfamethazine- 
sensitive organisms. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Emilio E. Viera, Bureau of Veterinary 
Medicine (HFV-138), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-3410. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Ralston . 
Purina Co., Checkerboard Square, St. 
Louis, MO 63199, filed an NADA (49- 
729) for the safe and effective use of 
sulfamethazine sodium drinking water 
solution for use in cattle, swine, 
chickens, and turkeys against certain 
diseases caused by organisms 
susceptible to sulfamethazine. It is used 
in beef and nonlactating dairy cattle for 
treatment of bacterial pneumonia and 
bovine respiratory disease complex 
(shipping fever complex) (Pasteurella 
spp.), colibacillosis (bacterial scours) 
(Escherichia coli), necrotic 
pododermatitis (foot rot) 


(Fusobacterium necrophorum), calf 
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diphtheria (Fusobacterium 
necrophorum), acute mastitis 
(Streptococcus spp.), and acute metritis 
(Streptococcus spp.). It is used in swine 
for treatment of porcine colibacillosis 
(bacterial scours) (Escherichia coli) and 
bacterial pneumonia (Pasteurella spp.). 
It is used in chickens for control of 
infectious coryza (Haemophilus 
gallinarum), coccidiosis (Eimeria 
tenella, Eimeria necatrix), acute fowl 
cholera (Pasteurella multocida), and 
pullorum disease (Sa/monella pullorum). 
It is used in turkeys for control of 
coccidiosis (Eimeria meleagrimitis, 
Eimeria adenoeides). 

A similar product was the subject of a 
National Academy of Sciences/National 
Research Council (NAS/NRC), Drug 
Efficacy Study Group, evaluation 
published in the Federal Register of July 
17, 1970 (35 FR 11532). NAS/NRC found, 
and FDA concurred, that the product 
was probably effective for treatment of 
infectious diseases caused by 
sulfamethazine-sensitive organisms. 

The product reviewed by the 
Academy was subsequently regulated 
for use under § 520.2261a (21 CFR 
520.2261a), which provides that 
applications for the uses specified in the 
section need not include effectiveness 
data as specified by § 514.111 (21 CFR 
514.111), but may require bioequivalency 
and safety information. 

Ralston Purina submitted information 
establishing that its product is 
equivalent to the product regulated 
under § 520.2261a, has the same 
conditions of use, and furnished proof of 
authorization to use data from 90-day 
studies and tissue residue studies as 
required by a notice published in the 
Federal Register of July 14, 1981 (46 FR 
36254). The application is approved and 
the regulations amended to reflect the 
approval. 

In accordance with the freedom of 
information provisions of Part 20 (21 
CFR Part 20) and § 514.11(e)(2)(ii) (21 
CFR 514.11(e)(2)(ii)), a summary of 
safety and effectiveness data and 
information submitted to support 
approval of this application may be seen 
in the Dockets Management Branch 
(HFA-305), Food and Drug 
Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, from 9 a.m. 
to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

The Bureau of Veterinary Medicine 
has carefully considered the potential 
environmental effects of this action and 
has concluded that the action will not 
have a significant impact on the human 
environment and that.an environmental 
impact statement therefore will not be 
prepared. The Bureau's finding of no 
significant impact and the evidence 
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supporting this finding, contained in a 
statement of exemption (pursuant to 21 
CFR 25.1(f)(2)(ii)) may be seen in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
given above). 

This action is governed by the 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 556 and 557 and is 
therefore excluded from Executive 
Order 12291 by section 1(a)(1) of the 
Order. 


List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 520 
Animal drugs, Oral use. 


PART 520—ORAL DOSAGE FORM 
NEW ANIMAL DRUGS NOT SUBJECT 
TO CERTIFICATION 


Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10 
(formerly 5.1; see 46 FR 26052; May 11, 
1981)) and redelegated to the Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine (21 CFR 5.83), Part 
520 is amended in § 520.2261a by 
revising paragraph (a), to read as 
follows: 


§ 520.2261a Sulfamethazine sodium 
drinking water solution. 

(a) Sponsors. See Nos. 017800 and 
010042 in § 510.600(c) of this chapter for 
use of a 12.5-percent sulfamethazine 
sodium solution. 

* * * 7 * 

Effective date: June 15, 1982. 

(Sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b{i))) 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Lester M. Crawford, 

Director, Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 
[FR Doc. 82-1606 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Secretary 


24 CFR Part 888 
[Docket No. R-82-945] 


Low Income Housing; Section 8 
Housing; Fair Market Rents for New 
Construction and Substantial 
Rehabilitation 

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary. for Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. 

ACTION: Notice of effective date for final 
rule. , 


SUMMARY: This document announces the 


effective date for the final rule published 
in the Federal Register on May 4, 1982 
(47 FR 19124) which revised the note to 
Schedule A and revised the section 8 
Fair Market Rents for new Construction 


and Substantial Rehabilitation which 
were applicable to 23 selected market 
areas, in compliance with the 
requirments of section 8(c)(1) of the U.S. 
Housing Act of 1937. The effective date 
provision of the rule stated that the rule 
would become effective upon expiration 
of the first period of 30 calender days of 
continuous session of Congress after 
publication, subject to waiver, 
retroactive to October 1, 1981 and 
announced that future notice of the 
effectiveness of the rule would be 
published in the Federal Register. 
Thirty calendar days of continuous 
session of Congress have expired since 
the rule was published. 
DATE: The effective date for the final 
rule published May 4, 1982, at 47 FR 
19124, is June 14, 1982, retroactive to 
October 1, 1981. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Grady J. Norris, Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulations, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, Room 
10278, 451 7th Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20410, Telephone No. (202) 755- 
5705. This is not a toll-free number. 
Dated: June 9, 1982. 
Grady J. Norris, 
Assistant General Counsel for Regulations. 
[FR Doc. 82-16102 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-27-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Parole Commission 

28 CFR Part 2 

Paroling, Recommitting, and 
Supervising 


Federal Prisoners; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Parole Commission, Justice. 
ACTION: Correction of final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission is 


correcting an error in its final rule at 28 
CFR 2.14, Subsequent Proceedings, 
published on July 31, 1981 at 46 FR 
39136. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Toby D. Slawsky, telephone (301) 492- 
5959. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Commission is clarifying 28 CFR 
2.14({a)(1) by removing the last sentence 
of § 2.14({a)(1)(ii) and making that ~“ 
sentence § 2.14(a)(1)(iii). This change is 
intended to clarify the Commission 
policy that regardless of sentence length 
prisoners with unsatisfied minimum 
terms will have their first interim 
hearing deferred until the docket of 
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hearings immediately proceeding the 
month of parole eligibility. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Probation and parole, 
Prisoners, 


PART 2—PAROLE, RELEASE, 
SUPERVISION, AND RECOMMITMENT 
OF PRISONSERS, YOUTH 
OFFENDERS, AND JUVENILE 
DELINQUENTS 


Accordingly pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 
4203(a)(1) and 4204(a)(6), 28 CFR 2.14 is 
corrected as follows: 


§2.14 Subsequent proceedings. 


(a)(1)(ii) In the case of a prisoner with 
a maximum term or terms of seven 
years, every twenty four-months (until 
released). : 

(iii) However, in the case of a prisoner 
with an unsatisfied minimum term, the 
first interim hearing shall be deferred 
until the docket of hearings immediately 
proceeding the month of parole 
eligibility. 
+ * oe . + 

Dated: June 8, 1982. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-16027 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting, and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Parole Commission, Justice. 
action: Correction of final rule. 


sumMARY: The Parole Commission is 
correcting a clerical error to its final 
rule, 28 CFR 2.48, Revocation: 
Preliminary interview, published on 
January 16, 1979 at 44 FR 3409. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Toby D. Slawsky (301) 492-5959. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
reference in 28 CFR 2.48(b) to 28 CFR 
2.49(a) is incorrect. This error is 
corrected by removing the reference to 
28 CFR 2.49(a) and replacing it with a 
reference to 28 CFR 2.51. 

Dated: June 8, 1982. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-16028 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 
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28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting, and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Parole Commission, Justice. 
ACTION: Correction of final rule. 


summary: The Parole Commission is 
correcting a clerical error to its final 
rule, 28 CFR 2.21, re parole consideration 
guidelines, published on May 4, 1979 at 
44 FR 26548. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1962. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Toby D. Slawsky, (301) 492-5959. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
10, 1981 at 46 FR 35637, the Commission 
amended 28 CFR 2.47 and omitted a 
conforming amendment to 28 CFR 
2.21(b)(3). This omission is corrected by 
changing the reference in 28 CFR 
2.21(b)(3) from 28 CFR 2.47(b) to 28 CFR 
2.47(d). 

Dated: June 8, 1982. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-16029 Filed 6-14-82; &45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


26 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting, and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Parole Commission, Justice. 
Action: Correction of final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission is 
correcting a clerical error to its final 
rule, 28 CFR 2.13(f), initial hearing; 
procedure, published on August 5, 1977 
at 44 FR 39812. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Toby D. Slawsky, (301) 492-5959. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
4, 1979 at 46 FR 26550 the Commission 
amended 28 CFR 2.55 and 2.56 and 
omitted a conforming amendment to 28 
CFR 2.13(f) published August 5, 1977, 42 
FR 38812. This omission is corrected by 
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changing the reference in 28 CFR 2.13{f) 
from 28 CFR 2.55 to 28 CFR 2.56. 


Dated: June 8, 1982. 


? Benjamin F. Baer, 


Chairman, Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-16090 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting, and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners 


AGENCY: Parole Commission, Justice. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission is 
amending the format of its Paroling 
Policy Guidelines, 28 CFR 2.20 to make 
them easier to read. This amendment 
makes no substantive changes in the 
Commission's guidelines. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Toby Slawsky, Office of General 
Counsel, telephone (301) 492-5959. 

‘ARY INFORMATION: The 
Parole Commission is amending the 
format of its paroling policy guidelines, 
28 CFR 2.20, by displaying the adult and 
youth guidelines on the same page. This 
change is intended to make use of the 
guidelines easier; it makes no 
substantive changes in either the adult 
or youth guidelines. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
procedures, Probation and parole, 
Prisoners. 


PART 2—PAROLE, RELEASE, 
SUPERVISION, AND RECOMMITMENT 
OF PRISONERS, YOUTH OFFENDERS, 
AND JUVENILE DELINQUENTS 


Accordingly, pursuant to the 
provisions of 18 U.S.C. 4203(a)(1) and 
4204(a)(6) the Commission is revising the 
table in 28 CFR 2.20 to read as follows: 

§ 2.20 Paroling Policy Guidelines; 
Statement of General Policy. 


* * * 7 


BALLING CODE 4410-01-m 
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GUIDELINES FOR DECISION-MAKING 


[Guidelines for Decision-Making, Customary Total Time To Be 
Served Before Release (Including Jail Time)] 


147M: TERISTICS: Parole Prognosis 
(Salient Factor 


. 
: Score 1981) 


Ce¥ONSE THARACTERISTICS: Crei 8. °K e 
S«verity of Offexcse Behavior 


(Examples) 


ie — ; 

Alcohol or Cigarette Jaw violstions, 
including tax evasion (amount of 
tax evaded less than $2,000)1/ 

Gambling lew violations (no sane- 
gerial or proprietary interest) 

Illicit drugs, si=ple possession 

Marihuana/hashish, possession with 
intent to distribute/sale [very 
small scale (e.g., less than 
10 lbs. of marihuana/less than } 
1b. of hashish/less than .0) liter 
of hash oil)]) 

Property offenses (theft, income taz 
evasion, or simple possession of 
stolen property) less than $2,000 

LOW MODERATE 

Counterfeit currency or other medium 
of exchange [(passing/possession) 
less than $2,000) 

Drugs (other than specifically cate- 
gorized), possession vith intent 
to distribute/sale [very small 
scale (e.g., less than 200 doses)) 

Marihuana/hashish, possession with 
intent to distribute/sale [small 
scale (e.g., 10-49 lbs. of mari- 
huana / 1-4.9 lbs. of hashish / 
-01-.04 liters of hash oil)) 

Cocaine, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [very swall scale 
(e.g., less than 1 gram of 1002 
‘purity, or equivalent amount)]) 

Gambling law violations - managerial 
or proprietary interest in small 
scale operation [e.g., Sports 
books (estimated daily grose less 
than $5,000); Horse books (estimated 
daily gross less than $1,500); Num- 
bers bankers (estimated daily gross 
less than $750)} 

Immigration law violations 

Property offenses (forgery/fraud/ 
theft from mail/embezzlement/in- 
terstate transportation of stolen 
or forged securities/receiving 
stolen property with intent to 

___ resell) less than $2,000 
MODERATE 

Autowobile theft (3 cars or less in- 
volved and total value does not 
exceed $19,999)2/ 

Counterfeit currency or other medium 
of exchange [(passing/possession) 
$2,000 - $19,999) 

Drugs (other than specifically cate- 
gorized), possession with intent 
to distribute/sale [sxall scale 
(e.g., 200-989 doses)) 

Marihuana/hashish, possession with 
intent to distribute/sale [medium 
scale (e.g., 50-199 lbs. of mari- 
huana / 5-19.9 Ibe. of hashish / 
-05-.19 liters of hash oil)) 


‘G10 = 8) (7 ~ 6) 


Fair 
(5 - 4) 


"Very Good Good 
ADULT RANGE 


6-9 9-12 
months months 


(YOV'TR RANGE) 


(9-12) 
months 


(6-9 ) 
months 


( <=6) 
sonths 


ADULT RANGE 


12-16 
months 


8-12 
ponths 


eeeeeeeeeeeeeedeeeeeesee 


(YOUTH RANGE) 
(12-16) 


months 


(8-12) 


months 


( <=8) 


months 
A 


ADULT RANGE 


18-246 
months 


14-18 


months 


10-14 
months 


(YOUTE RANGE) 


(16-20) 
ponthe 


(12-16) 
ponthe 


(8-12) 
months 


Poor 
(3 - 0) 


12-16 
eonthe 


(12-16) 
months 


(16-20) 


ponths 


24-32 
months 


(20-26) 
ponthe 
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« 


MODERATE (continued) 

Cocaine, possession with intent to 
distribute sale [small scale (e.g., 
1.0-4.9 grams of 1002 purity, or 
equivalent smount)) 

Opiates, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [evidence of 
opiate sddiction and very small 
scale (e.g., less than 1.0 grams 
of 100% pure heroin, or equive- 
lent azount)]) 

Firearms Act, possession/purchase/ 
sale (single weapon: not sawed- 
off shotgun or wachine gun) 

Cazbling law violations - manage- 
rial or proprietary interest in 
medium scale operation [e.g., 
Sports books (estimated daily 
gross $5,000-$15,000); Horse 
books (estimated daily gross 
$1,500-$4,000); Numbers bankers 
(estimated daily gross $750- 
$2,000)] 

Property offenses (theft/forgery/ 
fraud/enbezzlement/interstare 
transportation of stolen or 
forged securities/income tax 
evasion/receiving stolen pro- 
perty) $2,000-$19,999 


Verv Good 


(8-12) 
months 


Smugeling/transvorting of alien(s) Te 


TIGR 
Carnal Knowiedge>/ 
Counterfeit currency or other 
medium of exchange [(passing/ 
possession) $20,000 - $100,000) 
Counterfeiting [manufacturing 
(amount of counterfeit currency 
or other medium of exchange in- 
volved not exceeding $100,000)] 
Drugs (other than specifically 
listed), possession with intent 
to distribute/sale [medium scale 
(e.g., 1,000-19,999 doses)] 
Marihuana/hashish, possession with 
intent to distribute/sale [large 
scale (e.g., 200-1,999 lbs. of 
marihuana / 20-199 lbs. of hashish / 
-20-1.99 liters of hash oil)] 
Cocaine, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [medium scale 
(e.g., 5-99 grams of 1002 purity, 
or equivalent smount)] 
Opiates, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [small scale 
(e.g., less than $ grams of 1002 
pure heroin, or equivalent aszount) 
except as described in moderate] 
Firearms Act, possession/purchase/ 
sale (saved-off shotgun(s), 
cachine gun(s), or multiple weapons) 
Gambling lew violations - sanagerial 
or proprietary interest in large 
scale operation (e.g., Sports books 
(estizated daily gross more than 
$15,000); Rorse books (estimated 
daily gross more than $4,000); 
Numbers bankers (esticated daily 
gross sore than $2,000)) 
Involuntary canslaughter (e.g., 
negligent hezicide) 


@®eeaecenouexa ©@GCPeC CH Ce Cee ea aeageeececeseeaesceeneeaaseaeaaneanea Geeaaeaeeeaenaneneeae ee 


14-20 


months 


(12-16) 


ponths 
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P wor 


(3 = 0) 


Fair 
(5 - &) 


Cood 
(7 - 6) 


ADULT RANCE 


24-32 


months 


(YOUTR RANGE) 


(20-26) 


months 


(16-20) 


months 


(12-16) 


months 


ADULT RANGE 


26-3%4 


months 


20-26 
months 


(YOUTH RANGE) 


(26-32) 
months 


(20-26) 
ponths 


(16-20) 
months 
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Very Good Covod Fair Poor 
(10 - 8) (7 - 6) (5 - &) (3 - 0) 
HIGH (continued) 

Mann Act (no force - comercial ADULT RANGE 
purposes) 

Property offenses (theft/forgery/ 20-26 26-34 34-b6 
fraud/e-bezzlesent/interstate months months sonrths 
transportation of stolen or 
forged securities/income tax 
evasion/receiving stolen pro~ 
perty) $20,000 - $100,000 ; 

Threatening comrmnications (e.g., *(12-16) (16-20) (20-26) (26-32) 
mail/phone) - not for purposes of * months months months months 
extortion and no other overt act : Aa? © 

VERY HIGH 

Robbery (1 or 2 instances) z 

Breaking and entering - armory ? 
with intent to steal veapons - 

Breaking and entering/burglary - . 
residence; or breaking and enter- ® 
ing of other premises with hostile ° 
confrontation with victia . 

Counterfeit currency or other medium '° 
of exchange [(passing/possession/ : 
manufacturing) / amount more than : 
$100,000 but not exceeding $500,000] * 24-36 36-48 48-60 

Drugs (other than specifically * months months months 
listed), possession with intent to ' 
distribute/sale [large scale (e.g., '‘ 

20,000 or more doses) except as f 
described in Greatest I) : 

Marihuana/hashish, possession with ” 
intent to distribute/sale [very , 
large scale (e.g., 2,000 lbs. or . 
more of marihuana / 200 lbs. or a 
more of hashish / 2 liters or : 
more of hash oil)] 

Cocaine, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [large scale 

. e.g., 100 grams or more of 

** 100Z purity, or equivalent amount) 
except as described in Greatest I) 

Opiates, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [medium to a very 
large scale (e.g., 5 grams or more 
of 100Z pure heroin, or equivalent 
amount) unless the offense is de- 
scribed in Greatest I or Greatest II]' 

Extortion [threat of physical hare *(20-26) (26-32) (32-40) (40-48) 
(to person or property)) * months months months months 

Explosives, possession/transport ation 

Property offenses (theft/forgery/ . 
fraud/embezzlement/interstate . 
transportation of stolen or . 
forged securities/income tax ” 
evasion/receiving stolen pro- : 
perty) more than $)00,000 but ° 
not exceeding $500,000 7 

GREATEST 1 : 

Aggravated felony (e.g., robbery: : ADULT RANGE 

, 
' 
e 
e 
s 
s 
' 
. 
. 


(YOUTH RANGE) 


weapon fired or injury of a type 
normally requiring medical atten- 40-52 52-64 64-78 78-100 
tion) months months months months 
Arson or explosive detonation St OO So ie 
{involving potential risk of 
physical injury to person(s) 
(e.g., premises occupied or 
likely to be occupied) - no 


(YOUTH RANGE) 


(30-40) (40-50) (50-60) (60-76) 


serious injury occurred) nonths months nonths months 
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Very Good Cood Pair Poor 
(0 - 8) (7 - 6) (5 = 4) (3 - 0) 


GREATEST 1 (continued) * 

Drugs (other than specifically 
listed), possession with 
intent to distribute/sale 
{[manegerial or proprietary 
interest and very large scale 
(e.g., offense involving sore 
than 200,000 doses)) 

Cocaine, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [managerial or 
proprietary interest and very 
large scale (e.g., offense 
involving wore then 1 kilogram 
of 1002 purity, or equivalent 
amount )} 

Opiates, possession with intent to 
distribute/sale [managerial or pro- 
prietary interest and large scale 
(e.g., offense involving wore than 
50 grams but not more than } kilo- 
gram (1000 grams) of 1002 pure 
heroin or equivalent amount)] 

Kidnaping [other than listed in 
Greatest Il; limited duration; 
and no hare to victim (e.g., 
kidnaping the driver of a truck 
during a hijacking, driving to 
a secluded location, and releas- 
ing victim unharmed)) 

Robbery (3 or 4 instances) 

Sex act- force (e.g., forcible 
rape or Mann Act (force)] ‘ 

GREATEST II 

Murder 

Voluntary manslaughter 

Aggravated felony - serious injury 
(e.g., robbery: injury involving 
substantial risk of death or pro- 

* tracted disability, or disfigurement)’ 
or extreme cruelty/brutality toward ‘ 52+ 64+ 78¢ 100+ 
victia * months wonths months months 

Aircraft hijacking 

Espionage 

Kidnapping (for ransom or terrorism; 
as hostage; or harm to victim) (YOUTH RANGE) 

Treason 

Opistes, possession with intent to *(40¢ ) (so* ) (60¢ ) (76+ ) 
distribute/sale [managerial or pro= ° months months months months 
prietary interest and very large y 
scale (e.g., offense involving more ° 
than ] kilogram (1000 grams) of 1002 ° Specific upper limits are not provided due to 
pure heroin or equivalent amount)]) * the limited number of cases and the extreme 

* variation possible within category. 
° 


ADULT RANGE 


40-52 52-64 64-78 
months months months 


(YOUTH RANGE) 


(30-40) (40-50) (50-60) (60-76) 
ponths months months ponths 


ADULT RANGE 


* * 
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I certify that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 

Dated: June 8, 1982. 

Benjamin F. Baer, 

Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-16026 Filed 6-14-62; &:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-m 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 8E2065/R445; PH-FRL 2147-6] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final Rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule establishes a 
tolerance for the combined residues of 
the fungicide chlorothalonil and its 
metabolite 4-hydroxy-2,5,6- 
trichloroisophthalonitrile in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity dry beans. 
This regulation to establish a maximum 
permissible level for residues of the 
fungicide in or on the commodity was 
requested by the Interregional Research 
Project No. 4 (IR-4). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on June 15, 
1982. 

ADDRESS: Written objections may be 
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110), 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
3708, 401 M St. SW., Washington, DC 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald R. Stubbs, Emergency Response 
Section, Registration Division (TS- 
767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
716B, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (703- 
557-7700). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice of proposed rulemaking 
in the Federal Register of April 28, 1982 
(47 FR 18152) which announced that the 


Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 


4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 
Station, P.O. Box 231, Rutgers 
University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, 
had submitted pesticide petition number 
8E2065 to EPA on behalf of the IR-4 
Technical Committee and the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations of 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Tennessee, and 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 


This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of a tolerance for the 
combined residues of the fungicide 
chlorothalonil 
(tetrachloroisophthalonitrile) and its 
metabolite 4-hydroxy-2,5,6- 
trichloroisophthalonitrile in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity dry beans at 
0.1 part per million (ppm). 

No comments or requests for referral 
to an advisory committee were received 
in response to this notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
all other relevant material have been 
evaluated and discussed in the notice of 
propbsed rulemaking (47 FR 18152, April 
28, 1982). The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerance is sought. 

Based on the information considered 
by the Agency, it is concluded that the 
tolerance established by amending 40 
CFR Part 180 will protect the public 
health. Therefore, the tolerance is 
established as set forth below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may, within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, at the address given 
above. Such objections should be 
submitted in quintuplicate and specify 
the provisions of the regulation deemed 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing and the grounds for the 
— A hearing will be granted if 

the objections are supported by grounds 
— sufficient to soty the relief 


80) 
e "Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 
Effective on June 15, 1982. 
(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346a[e})) 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests. 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, 40 CFR 180.275 is amended 
by adding and alphabetically inserting 
the raw agricultural commodity dry 
beans to read as follows: 
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§ 180.275 Chiorothalonil; tolerances for 
residues. ; 


* 


[FR Doc. 82-16204 Filed 6-14-82: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 1F2574/R448; PH-FRL 2145-7] 


SUMMARY: This rule establishes an 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance for residues of the 
mycoherbicide Colletotrichum 
gloeosporioides £. sp. aeschynomene 
(C.g.a.) in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities rice grain and soybeans. 
This regulation to eliminate the need to 
establish the maximum permissible level 
for residues of the mycoherbicide in or 
on these raw agricultural commodities 
was requested by Tuco Products Co. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Written objections may be 
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110), 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
3708, 401 M St., SW, Washington,.DC 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard F. Mountfort, Product Manager 
(PM) 23, Registration Division (TS- 
767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
237, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (703- 
557-1830). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice in the Federal Register of 
December 16, 1981 (46 FR 61329) which 
announced that Tuco Product Co., 
Division of Upjohn Co. 7171 Portage Rd., 
Kalamazoo, MI 49001, had submitted a 
pesticide petition (PP 1F2574) to the 
EPA. The petition proposed that an 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance be established for residues 


rice (grain, hay, straw}; soybeans (dry or 
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succulent) (forage, hay, hulls, straw, 
vines); meat, fat, and meat byproducts 
of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, sheep, and 
poultry; eggs; and milk. This petition 
was subsequently amended to propose 
that an exemption from the requirement 
of a tolerance be established for viable 
spores of Colletotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene in 
or on rice grain and soybeans, and to 
delete the raw agricultural commodities 
fat, meat, and meat byproducts of cattle, 
goats, hogs, horses, sheep, and poultry; 
eggs, and milk. 

No comments were received in 
response to the notice of filing. 

The data submitted or referenced in 
the petition and all other relevant 
material have been evaluated. The 
toxicological data considered in support 
of the proposed exemption from the 
requirement of a tolerance included an 
acute oral infectivity study in rats, a 
subacute oral toxicity study in dogs, an 
acute and subacute inhalation exposure 
study in rats. Co/letotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene 
culture filtrate administered orally to 
rats showed no evidence of toxin 
production and administration of 
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides f. sp. 
aeschynomene fungus spores on a 
weekly basis to dogs for 6 months did 
not produce any subchronic toxicity. 
Results were submitted from a single 
dose intraperitoneal infectivity potential 
study in immunodepressed and non- 
immunodepressed B,C;F; hybrid mice. 
Gross observations of organs from all 
mice injected with viable spores of 
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides f. sp. 
aeschynomene did not show any 
infection. Viable spores of 
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides f. sp. 
aeschynomene were not found in any 
tissue or peritoneal washes four weeks 
following intraperitoneal injection. The 
results showed no toxicologically 
significant effects related to 
Colletotrichum gloeosporioides f. sp. 
aeschynomene spores. 

It is reported by Upjohn Company that 
personnel involved in the production 
and harvesting of Colletotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene for 
use in greenhouse and field studies over 
a 10-year period did not report any 
incidence of health problems due to 
contact with this mycoherbicide. 

In regard to whether Co//etotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene is 
pathogenic to fish and wildlife species, 
the Agency is requiring the registrant to 
submit, within 2 years of conditional 
registration, the following studies: 

1. Avian injection pathogenicity test; 

2. Freshwater fish toxicity and 
pathogenicity test; and 

3. Freshwater aquatic invertebrate 
toxicity and pathogenicity test. 

Although a final determination of 


whether C.g.a. is nonpathogenic to fish 
and wildlife is dependent upon the 
results of the studies listed above, 
preliminary data indicate no adverse 
effects to wildlife at field use rates. In 
the meantime, until these studies are 
complete, the granting of an exemption 
from the requirement of a tolerance 
would be in the public interest because 
of the beneficial role of this 
mycoherbicide in rice and soybean pest 
management. Colletotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene is 
known to cause anthraconose of only 
one plant species, northern jointvetch, 
(Aeschynomene virginica) which is a 
severe pest common to rice-producing 
areas of Arkansas, Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Louisiana. Northern 
jointvetch infests an estimated 700,000 
acres of rice in the Mississippi Valley 
rice-producing area; it also infests more 
than one million acres of soybeans in 
this area. The weed competes with rice 
for nutrients and light, interferes with 
harvest and reduces grade and quality 
of rough and milled rice. Its seeds, 
which remain viable in the soil for many 
years, are difficult to remove from 
harvested grain. The petitioner reported 
that in Arkansas, 11 percent of the 1980 
crop was discounted after harvest due 
to presence of jointvetch seeds, a loss 
valued at $7.6 million. In soybeans, lack 
of control of northern jointvetch results 
in reseeding which increases problems 
in subsequent rice crops and in further 
dissemination of the weed in uninfested 
areas. 

The examination of the available 
literature indicates that the genus 
Colletotrichum is not known to infect or 
cause any health hazards in humans or 
domestic animals. Results from 
toxicological studies revealed no 
adverse effects. The fungal spores are 
identical, as far as technologically 
feasible to determine, to those endemic 
in the area where the product will be 
used. Lack of spore durability, together 
with the highly developed host- 
specificity of the organism, provides 
natural constraints that will prevent this 
facultative saprophyte from posing any 
adverse effects on the environment. It is 
not expected to enter the human food 
chain. 

Acceptable daily intake (ADI) and 
maximum permissible intake (MPI) 
considerations are not relevant to this 
petition. No enforcement actions are 
anticipated. Therefore, the requirements 
of an adequate analytical method for 
enforcement purposes is not applicable 
to this exemption request. This is the 
first exemption from the requirement of 
tolerance for this mycoherbicide. 

The mycoherbicide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance is sought and it is concluded 
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that establishment of the exemption will 
protect the public health. Therefore, the 
regulation is established as set forth 
below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may, by July 15, 1982, file 
written objections with the Hearing 
Clerk, at the address given above. Such 
objections should be submitted in 
quintuplicate and specify the provisions 
of the regulation deemed objectionable 
and the grounds for the objections. If a 
hearing is requested, the objections must 
state the issues for the hearing and the 
grounds for the objections. A hearing 
will be granted if the objections are 
supported by grounds legally sufficient 
to justify the relief sought. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 

requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 


_ FR 24950). 


Effective on: June 15, 1982. 


(Sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512 (21 U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2))) 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Raw agricultural 
commodities, Pesticides and pests. 


Dated: June 2, 1982. 
Edwin L. Johnson, 
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, 40 CFR Part 180 is 
amended by adding a new § 180.1075 to 
read as follows: 


§ 180.1075 Colietotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene; 
Suomauon tram the soulivenaeal of & 
tolerance. 


An exemption from the requirement of 
a tolerance is established for residues of 
the mycoherbicide Co/letotrichum 
gloeosporioides f. sp. aeschynomene in 
or on the following raw agricultural 
commodities: 
Commodities 
Rice grain 
Soybeans 
JPR Doc. 82~16041 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-60-M 





Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 


29 CFR Part 1910 
[Docket No. S-600] 


Proposed Revocation of Advisory and 
_ Repetitive Standards 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 82-14289 appearing on 
page 23477 in the issue for Friday, May 
28, 1982, make the following correction: 

On page 23479, first column, in 
§ 1910.6 paragraph (a), line 8, the word 
“work” should be changed to “word.” 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Ch. | 
[A-3-FRL 2145-5] 
Federal Assistance Limitations and 


Construction Moratorium; State of 
Pennsylvania 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Notice of Public Hearing. 


SUMMARY: Section 176(b) of the Clean 


Air Act requires EPA to withhold Clean 
Air Act funds from any area where a 
State or local government has failed to 
implement an approved or promulgated 
State Implementation Plan (“SIP”). 
Section 173(4) of the Act and 40 CFR 
52.24 impose a moratorium on the 
construction of major new stationary 
sources and major modifications of 
existing stationary sources in any area 
where EPA finds that a State is not 
carrying out an approved Part D SIP. 
On October 5, 1981 the Pennsylvania 
legislature passed a bill over the 
Governor’s veto which prohibited the 
expenditure of any public funds to 
implement a motor vehicle emission 
inspection program. Pennsylvania's 


ozone and carbon monoxide SIPs 
require implementation of an emission 
inspection and maintenance program in 
the Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, and 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton areas. (In 
a separate action, Pennsylvania 
submitted a March 29, 1982 request to 
redraw the boundaries of the inspection 
and maintenance (1/M) areas. EPA 
currently is reviewing this request.) On 
March 5, 1982 (47 FR 9477) EPA 
proposed to find that the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania was no 
longer implementing its ozone and 
carbon monoxide SIPs in these three 
areas, and provided an opportunity for 
written comments and requests for a 
hearing on EPA’s proposal. A hearing 
was requested. The purpose of this 
notice is to announce a public hearing, 
in accordance with Section 105{e) of the 
Act, to determine if Pennsylvania is 
implementing its SIPs in these areas. 
EPA will consider this hearing record in 
making a final determination. 

DATE: The public hearing will be held on 
August 10, 1982. Requests to present oral 
testimony must be submitted by not 
later than the close of business on July 
30, 1982. EPA requests advance copies 
of the intended testimony and of any 
additional written comments and 
information whenever possible. Written 
material will also be accepted, 
regardless of whether the commenter 
wishes to testify orally, and must be 
submitted by the close of business on 
August 20, 1982. 

ADDRESS: The hearing will be held at 
Courtroom 3A, Federal Court House, 
601 Market St., in Philadelphia, will 
convene at 9:00 a.m., and will adjourn 
when all scheduled testimony has been 
completed. Individuals wishing to 
present oral testimony are requested to 
contact Robert J. Smolski, Assistant 
Regional Counsel, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region III, Sixth and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19106, at (215) 597-8300. 
Written comments should also be sent 
to Mr. Smolski. Previously submitted 
comments and future comments will be 
available for public inspection at the 
above address and are docketed as 
AH311 PA. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert J. Smolski, Assistant Regional 
Counsel, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region III, Sixth and Walnut 
Streets, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
19106, (215) 597-8300. 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 115 


Tuesday, June 15, 1982 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


A. Background 

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1970 required each State to submit a 
State Implementation Plan (“SIP”) to 
provide for attainment and maintenance 
of each of the national ambient air 
quality standards. 

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1977 added a new Part D to the Act 
which requires States to revise SIPs for 
any area which had not yet attained a 
national ambient air quality standard. 
The revised plan must meet specific 
requirements outlined in Sections 172 
and 173 of the Act, and generally must 
provide for attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard by 
December 31, 1982. 

For areas where a state demonstrates 
that it cannot attain the ozone (O,) or 
carbon monoxide (CO) standards by 
1982, Section 172(a)(2) allows EPA to 
extend the attainment deadline to 1987. 
If an extension is granted, the State 
must also meet the additional 
requirements of Section 172(b)(11). One 
of the these requirements is submittal, 
by July 1, 1979, of a schedule for 
implementation of a vehicle emission 
inspection and maintenance (“I/M”) 
program in the area with the extended 
attainment deadline. 

Pursuant to Section 172{a)(2) of the 
Act, the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania submitted a Part D SIP 
which demonstrated that the O; and CO 
standards could not be attained by 1982 
in the Philadelphia and Pittsburgh areas, 
and that the O; standard could not be 
attained by 1982 in the Allentown- 
Bethlehem-Easton area. Consequently, 
Pennsylvania requested an extension for 
attainment of the O; and CO standards 
in these areas. As required by Section 
172(b)(11)(B), Pennsylvania also 
submitted schedules for the 
implementation of I/M in these areas. 
These schedules incorporated the terms 
of a 1978 consent decree requiring the 
Commonwealth to implement I/M (the 
“Consent Decree”).' 


‘In 1976 and 1977, a citizen's group and EPA sued 
the Commonwealth to compe! it to fulfill an earlier 
commitment to implement I/M which was approved 
by EPA as a SIP revision in 1973. Delaware Valley 
Citizen’s Council for Clean Air v. Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and United States v. Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania (E.D. Pa. Civ. Nos. 76-2068 and 77- 
619). The consent decree entered in this case applies 
only in the Philadelphia and Pittsburgh areas; in its 
Part D SIP, the State committed to apply the 
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On May 20, 1980 (45 FR 33604), EPA 
approved the Commonwealth's revised 
SIPs for O; and CO, including the 
extension requests and the I/M 
schedules. 


B. Pennsylvania’s Failure to Implement 
I/M : 

On October 5, 1981 the Pennsylvania 
General Assembly enacted House Bill 
456. Section 2, which was effective 
immediately upon enactment, provided 
that the executive branch of the State 
government may not “expend any public 
funds for the establishment and 
administration of any system for the 
periodic inspection of emissions of 
motor vehicles.” 

As required by the Consent Decree 
schedule (modified by a court order of 
June 16, 1981), on October 10, 1981 the 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Transportation published in the 
Pennsylvania Register final regulations 
for the use of emission analyzers in the 
Commonwealth's I/M program. The 
Consent Decree schedule next required 
the Commonwealth to develop an I/M 
data collection system by December 6, 
1981. Apparently, the Commonwealth 
has not fulfilled this requirement and 
has not taken any other action to 
implement I/M. 

Moreover, on October 18, 1981 counsel 
for the Commonwealth filed in the 
United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania a 
motion to stay and modify the Consent 
Decree and Order which require the 
Commonwealth to implement I/M. In its 
supporting memorandum, the 
Commonwealth admitted that the 
enactment of House Bill 456 prevents it 
ry taking further action to implement 
I/M. 


C. Consequences of a Failure To 
Implement a Part D SIP 

Section 176(b) prohibits EPA from 
making grants under the Clean Air Act 
in an area where a State or local 
government fails to implement an 
approved or promulgated SIP. EPA 
interprets Section 176(b) to require a 
cut-off of funds only for the specific 
government which actually fails to carry 
out a SIP. Under this interpretation, if 
State and county agencies share 
responsibility for SIP implementation in 
a particular area, and only the State 
stops implementing the SIP, EPA can 
continue to fund the county while 
cutting off funds for the State. 

Section 173(4) provides that a 
moratorium on the construction of new 
major stationary sources and the 


provisions of the decree in the Allentown- 
Bethlehem-Easton area. 


modification of existing major stationary 
sources applies in any area where a 
State is not implementing an approved 
plan. EPA has incorporated this 
construction moratorium into each 
State’s SIP. See 40 CFR 52.24 (1981). Both 
the statute and the regulation make the 
ban pollutant-specific, For example, if a 
State fails to carry out its ozone SIP, 
only the construction of ozone-precursor 
sources is prohibited. If EPA makes a 
finding that Pennsylvania is failing to 
implement its Part D SIPs, the 
construction moratorium will apply to 
all major sources and modifications 
defined by 40 CFR 52.24(f) (1981) which 
have not yet received preconstruction 
permits required under the State’s new 
source review program for 
nonattainment areas. Minor sources and 
modifications which may be subject to 
some new source permitting 
requirements will not be affected by the 
construction moratorium. 

The Clean Air Act does not establish 
procedures for implementing either 
Section 176(b) or Section 173(4). EPA 
proposed to find that Pennsylvania had 
failed to implement its plan and 
solicited comments on March 5, 1982 (47 
FR 9477) before imposing either the 
funding cut-off under Section 176(b) or 
the construction moratorium under 
Section 173(4). Section 105({e) of the Act 
requires EPA to provide an opportunity 
for a public hearing before disapproving 
any application for Section 105 funds. 
EPA has received two requests for such 
a hearing. Therefore, EPA has scheduled 
its public hearing for August 10, 1982 at 
9:00 a.m. in Philadelphia. 


Specific Hearing Issues 

EPA believes that two issues should 
be addressed at this hearing. A 
threshold question is whether 
Pennsylvania is implementing the Os 
and CO SIPS approved by EPA, 45 FR 
33607 (May 20, 1980). The second issue 
is that if EPA finds Pennsylvania is 
failing to implement any provisions of 
these SIPs, then the Agency must 
determine the amount of Clean Air Act 
funds that will be withheld from the 
State. Finally, although Section 105(e) of 
the Act requires a public hearing only on 
the issue of the withholding of Clean Air 
Act funds, EPA will also consider 
testimony and comments on the issue of 
the proposed imposition of the 
construction moratorium. However, if 
EPA makes a finding that Pennsylvania 
is failing to implement its SIPs, a 
construction ban must follow by 
operation of law. A short discussion of 
the two issues to be decided by EPA 
follows. 

1. Pennsylvania Implementation of Os 
and CO SIPs. EPA is proposing to find 
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that Pennsylvania is not implementing 
the O, and CO SIPs in the Philadelphia, 
Pittsburgh, and Allentown-Bethlehem- 
Easton areas. Specific coverage includes 
the entire Counties of Butler, Allegheny, 
Beaver, Washington, and Westmoreland 
in the Pittsburgh region; the Counties of 
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery 
and Philadelphia in the Philadelphia 
region and the Counties of Lehigh and 
Northampton in the A/B/E region. (In a 
separate action, Pennsylvania submitted 
a March 29, 1981 request to redraw the 
boundaries of the I/M areas. EPA 
currently is reviewing this request.) This 
proposal is based on Pennsylvania’s 
representation that it cannot proceed 
with I/M implementation, and 
Pennsylvania’s apparent failure to meet 
its I/M schedule. Such a finding is 
necessary before EPA can withhold 
Clean Air Act funds and impose a 
construction moratorium in the 
nonattainment areas. 

2. Cut-off of Clean Air Act Funds. EPA 
is proposing to withhold Clean Air Act 
funds from the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation and the 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources, the two State 
agencies which have SIP responsibilities 
in the Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton areas. 
EPA welcomes comments on the proper 
means of determining what funds are to 
be withheld. 

More specifically, EPA is proposing to 
withhold funds from the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation for the 
development of I/M. When EPA entered 
into the Consent Decree in 1978, it 
agreed to provide $400,000 for 1/M 
implementation. EPA has not yet 
awarded $172,000 of this amount. EPA is 
proposing to withhold this $172,000 until 
Pennsylvania restores its I/M funding. 

EPA is also proposing to withhold all 
funds for the regional offices of the 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources with 
jurisdiction in the I/M areas. For those 
regional offices which have jurisdiction 
over an area larger than an I/M area, 
EPA has estimated the percentage of the 
regional population in the I/M area. EPA 
is proposing to withhold the same 
percentage of federal funds from these 
regional offices. The total amount to be 
withheld is $563,352. 

EPA is not proposing to withhold any 
funds to be used in areas of the State 
which do not need I/M. 

In the Pittsburgh and Philadelphia 
areas, State agencies share SIP 
implementation responsibilities with 
two local agencies. EPA is not proposing 
to withhold funds from these local 
agencies, which have no responsibility 
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to implement I/M. No local agencies 
receive Clean Air Act funds in the 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton area. 

EPA will consider any future actions 
or commitments by the Commonwealth 
before making a final determination on 
this issue. If the Commonwealth 
resumes I/M implementation prior to 
EPA's final action on this matter, EPA 
will withdraw this proposal. 


Nature of the Public Hearing 


EPA will conduct the public hearing 
on the above issues. Although no cross- 
examination will take place at the 
hearing, EPA may question the 
witnesses to clarify issues or to make 
the record complete. Any person 
wishing to make a presentation or 
submit material for inclusion in the 
hearing record should provide written 
notice of this intention to Robert J. 
Smolski, Esq. at the address given above 
by June 30, 1982. The notice should 
include (1) name(s), title(s) and 
affiliation, and (2) amount of time 
necessary for presentation. The time 
allotted for each presentation will 
depend on the number of persons 
seeking an opportunity to appear. A 
verbatim transcript of the hearing, 
copies of written statements, and copies 
of other material will be docketed at 
Docket No. AH311 PA and will be 
available for public inspection and 
copying during normal working hours at 
the USEPA, Region III, Philadelphia 
offices. EPA will consider the public 
hearing and public comment record in 
making its final determination on these 
issues and the decision and a response 
to comments will be announced in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: May 28, 1982. 

Peter N. Bibko, 

Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-16004 Filed 6-11-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


_ 40 CFR Part 52 
[A-5-FRL 2050-8] 


Proposed Revision of Pennsyivania 
State Implementation Pian 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania submitted a proposed 
revision to its State Implementation Plan 
to change the automobile emission 
inspection and maintenance (I/M) 
program coverage area in the Pittsburgh, 
Philadelphia and Allentown/Bethlehem/ 
Easton regions. It is not anticipated that 


this revision will have a significant 

effect on air quality. EPA proposes 

approval of the revision. 

DATE: Public comments must be 

submitted by July 15, 1982. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the proposed SIP 

revision and the accompanying support 

documents are available for inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
following locations: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Air Programs & Energy Branch, Curtis 
Building, 6th & Walnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, PA. 19106, ATTN: 
Patricia Sheridan (3AW12) 

Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources, Bureau of 
Air Quality Control, 200 North 3rd 
Street, Harrisburg, PA. 17120, ATTN: 
Mr. James Hambright 
Public Information Reference Unit, 
Room 2922, EPA Library, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street, SW. (Waterside Mall), 
Washington, DC 20460. 

All comments on the proposed 
revision submission on or before July 15, 
1982 will be considered and should be 
directed to: Mr. Glenn Hanson, Chief, 
Pennsylvania Section (3AW11), Air and 
Waste Management Division, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region Ill, Curtis Building, 10th Floor, 
6th & Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA. 
19106, ATTN: (AH306PA). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Charles Miesse, U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, Region III, Air Media 

& Energy Branch, Curtis Building, 10th 

Floor, 6th & Walnut Streets, 

Philadelphia, PA. 19106, (215) 597-8180. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Description of Submittal 


On July 27, 1981, August 13, 1981 and 
September 15, 1981 the Pennsylvania 
Department of Environmental Resources 
(DER) submitted proposed revisions to 
the Pennsylvania State Implementation 
Plan, along with supporting 
documentation, to revise the automobile 
emission Inspection and Maintenance 
(I/M) program coverage areas. 

DER proposed to limit the I/M 
program coverage areas to urbanized 
areas in the Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and 
Allentown/ Bethlehem/Easton (A/B/E) 
regions, as defined by the U.S. Census 
Bureau in its preliminary 1980 report. 
The previous I/M program coverage 
areas included the entire Counties of 
Butler, Allegheny, Beaver, Washington, 
and Westmoreland in the Pittsburgh 
region; the Counties of Bucks, Chester, 
Delaware, Montgomery and 
Philadelphia in the eras region 
and the counties of Lehigh and 
Northampton in the A/B/E region. 
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In order to align the I/M program 
coverage areas with the urbanized 


areas, DER used U.S. Postal Service ZIP | 
code maps. All ZIP code areas which 
are in the urbanized areas are included 
in the I/M program coverage areas. The 
ZIP code areas in the rural portions of 
the existing I/M coverage area will no 
longer be included in the I/M coverage 
areas. As a result, the rural portions of 
Lehigh, Northampton, Bucks, Chester, 
Delaware, Montgomery, Allegheny, 
Beaver, Washington and Westmoreland 
Counties and all of Butler County will be 
deleted from the I/M program areas. All 
of Philadelphia County remains in the 
program. 

EPA Review Criteria 


As per EPA’s I/M policy memos of 
July 17, 1978 (from David Hawkins, 
Assistant Administrator for Air and 
Waste Management to Regional 
Administrators) and January 19, 1981 
(from Michael P. Walsh, Deputy 
Assistant Administrator for Mobile 
Source Air Pollution Control, to Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division 
Directors), EPA reviewed DER’s 
proposed SIP revision to: (1) Verify that 
the I/M program can be administered 
and enforced effectively with the 
changed boundaries; (2) verify that 
attainment of the national ambient air 
quality standards for ozone and carbon 
monoxide can be attained no later than 
December 31, 1987; (3) verify that the 
minimum reasonably available control 
technology (RACT) emission reduction 
of 35% from light duty gasoline powered 
vehicles in the urbanized area will be 
obtained from the program. 


EPA Findings 


The primary tool for administering the 
1/M program is the Motor Vehicle 
Registration Card, which is mailed to 
each motorist in the State. When a 
motorist goes for one of the bi-annual 
safety inspections the motorist must 
show the inspector the vehicle’s 
registration card. Registration cards 
mailed to motorists in the I/M areas 
have a mark identifying the vehicles 
which must undergo an I/M inspection. 

Since the proposed I/M program 
boundaries are delineated by ZIP code, 
mailing registration cards with I/M 
identification marks to motorists in the 
I/M areas will allow effective 
administration and enforcement of the I/ 
M program. 

In regard to air quality, the proposed 
program boundaries still encompass the 
urbanized areas and, therefore, the 35% 
RACT emission reduction will be 
obtained. DER demonstrated that 
attainment of the carbon monoxide and 
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ozone air quality standard by 1987 will 
not be jeopardized because the 
proposed I/M boundaries will result in 
only 3% more emissions of carbon 
monoxide and hydrocarbons 
(hydrocarbons form ozone) than if the 
rural portions of the affected counties 

. remained in the program. 

Based on the review to date, EPA 
believes DER’s proposed SIP revision 
meets all applicable regulations and 
policies and EPA is, therefore, proposing 
to approve the revision. 

EPA recognizes that final action to 
approve this revision would not affect 
the I/M program in the Pittsburgh and 
Philadelphia areas required under the 
consent decree. (DVCCCA et al. v. 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Civil 
Action No. 76-2068; and United States of 
America v. Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, et. al., Civil Action No. 
77-619). If this Commonwealth wants to 
modify this decree it would have to file 
a motion for a modification with United 
States District Court for the East District 
of Pennsylvania. 

EPA's review of the material indicates 
that these proposed revisions to the SIP 
are approvable if they are not 
substantially changed by the State efter 
the forthcoming State hearing and public 
comment period. In the interest of 
shortening the Federal review period, 
EPA is proposing approval of these 
changes now, before the completion of 
the state public review period, and thus 
before final submittal of the revision to 


during the public review period, EPA 
will reevaluate them and publish a 
revised notice of proposed rulemaking. 
If, based on the State and Federal public 
comments, it is determined that no 
substantial revisions are required, EPA 
will issue a final rulemaking on the 
submittal. Parallel processing is 

. estimated to reduce the time necessary 
for final approval of SIP revisions by 3 
to 4 months on the average. 

The public is invited to submit, to the 
address stated above, comments on 
whether the proposed revisions should 
be approved as revisions of the 
a Ivania State Implementation 
Plan. 

The Administrator’s decision to 
approve or disapprove the proposed 
revisions will be based on the comments 
received and on a determination 

they meet the requirements of 
Sections 110 and 172 of the Clean Air 
Act and 40 CFR Part 51, Requirements 
for Preparation, Adoption, and 
Submittal of State Implementation 


Under Executive Order-12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“Major” and therefore subject to the 
requirement of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. This regulation is not major 
because this action, if promulgated, only 
approves a State action and imposes no 
new requirements. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
Section 605(b), the Administrator has 
certified that this action will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities (46 
FR 8709). This action, if promulgated, 
constitutes a SIP approval under 
Sections 110 and 172 of the Clean Air 
Act and only approves a State action. It 
imposes no no new regulatory burden on 
anyone. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Peter N. Bibko, 

Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-16049 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-04 


40 CFR Parts 162 and 180 
[OPP 30060; PH-FRL 2136-3] 


Pesticides Applied to Bodies of Water; 
Proposed Procedural Changes 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule related notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA proposes to modify its 
procedures for regulating aquatic 
pesticide uses which will result in 
pesticide residues in drinking water. The 
procedural changes detailed in this 
notice implement in part a Memorandum 
of Understanding between the Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA) and the EPA 
concerning the control of direct and 
indirect additives to, and substances in 
drinking water. EPA solicits comment on 
the proposed procedural changes to 
assess the probable impact of this 
notice. 

DATE: Comments should be received by 
August 16, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Written comments to: 
Document Control Office (TS-793), 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Rm. E-401, 401 M St. SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Reto Engler, Registration Division (TS- 
767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
246, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (703- 
557-3661). : 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background and Scope 


In the Federal Register of July 20, 1979 
(44 FR 42775), the Environmental 
Protection Agency and the Food and 
Drug Administration issued a 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) 
with regard to the control of direct and 
indirect additives to and substances in 
drinking water. The purpose of this 
MOU was to eliminate duplicative and 
inconsistent regulation which might 
result from the possibility of overlapping 
jurisdiction. Under the MOU, EPA has 
the primary responsibility over direct 
and indirect additives and other 
substances in drinking water under the 
authority of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(SDWA), the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA), and the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). 
Both parties (FDA and EPA) have 
determined that the passage of the 
SDWA in 1974 implicitly repealed FDA's 
authority under the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA) over water 
used for drinking purposes. Under the 
provision of section 410 of the FFDCA, 
FDA retains the responsibility for water, 
and substances in water, used in food 
and for food processing and for bottled 
water. 

This notice addresses only the 
evaluation and regulation of pesticide 
residues in drinking water which may 
occur as a result of the direct 
application of pesticides to bodies of 
water for the purpose of controlling 
aquatic pests. This notice proposes a 
procedural change for registering 
pesticides in the aquatic environment. 
The data requirement and the 
assessment of public health implications 
will not be affected by this notice. 
However, the application requirements 
of the registrant are expected to be 
reduced since he no longer is required to 
obtain a clearance under the FFDCA but 
can instead consolidate the necessary 
information and data into one FIFRA 
submission. 


II. Change in Procedure 


Under the procedures followed 
heretofore, an application to register a 
pesticide for use in the aquatic 
environment was first evaluated to 
determine whether or not residues in 
drinking water could occur. If the use 
directions were such that residues in 
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drinking water and irrigated crops were 
not expected, the application was 
evaluated as an outdoor, non-food use. 
If, however, residues in drinking water 
were likely, the registrant was required 
to submit a petition pursuant to section 
409 of the FFDCA proposing a food 
additive regulation to set an acceptable 
residue level of the pesticide in 

water. The applicant also had to meet 
the requirements of FIFRA section 
3{c)(5). Upon completion of the risk 
assessment, and finding that the risks 
were acceptable, the agency regulated 
the new use by registration under FIFRA 
and also by establishing a food additive 
regulation under the FFDCA (see 21 CFR 
193). 

Since, as indicated in Unit I, the 
authority of the FFDCA no longer 
applies to drinking water, the new 
agency procedures will eliminate the 
requirement for establishing a food 
additive regulation. Instead the agency 
will regulate such residues under the 
authority of FIFRA and the SDWA. 
Labeling pursuant to FIFRA will be 
required to assure that an acceptable 
residue level is not exceeded and that 
the provisions of the SDWA are met. 
The details of the new agency procedure 
are described in the following units. 


A. Application for Registration 


When an application for a new or 
amended registration of a product 
intended for use to control pests in the 
aquatic environment is received the 
agency will, as it has previously, 
determine if the proposed use will result 
in residues in drinking water. If residues 
are not expected, the application will be 
processed as an outdoor non-food. use 
applying the commensurate criteria for 
environmental effects and toxicity 
evaluation. If such residues are likely to 
occur, the following parts of this 
procedure apply. 


B. Data in Support of an Application 


Although the agency is eliminating the 
formal establishment of pesticide 
residue food additive regulations, it will 
continue to evaluate the safety of those 
residues in drinking water according to 
the same principles applied previously. 

The only distinction will be that the 
review will culminate in a registration 
action under FIFRA rather than a 
‘regulation under the FFDCA. 
Consequently, the data requirements for 
evaluating the safety of pesticide 
residues in drinking water will remain 
unchanged. The application for 
registration (or amendment to a 
registration) must contain the following 
basic information: 

(1) Specific use directions, including 
application rates, application frequency, 


and any necessary limitations, e.g., 
geographic limitations, limitation on 
proximity of use in relation to water 
intakes, limitation to user groups (State 
or Federal authorities), limitations to 
flowing or standing water. 

(2) Residue data in support of an 
acceptable residue level in drinking 
water (ARLDW), and an analytical 
method for residue analysis of water 
samples. 

(3) Toxicological data (of references) 
which allow a risk (or incremental risk) 
assessment. The risk assessment will be 
performed in the same manner as a risk 
evaluation for dietary exposure for food 
commodities. 

(4) Environmental fate data for the 
aquatic use. 

(5) Environmental effects (fish and 
wildlife) data (or references) pertinent to 
the aquatic use. 

(6) Any other information, e.g., periods 
of intake shut-offs, or holding of treated 
water before delivery to consumers, 
which may be pertinent to the 
evaluation of the application. 


C. Secondary Residues in Fish and/or 
Irrigated Crops 

If the agency determines that the 
proposed use may result in secondary 
residues in fish and/or irrigated crops, a 
petition for tolerances in fish and/or the 
irrigated crops will be required in 
accordance with section 408 of the 
FFDCA, unless existing tolerances are 
adequate to cover the osed new 
use. The establishment of the 
appropriate tolerance(s) in 40 CFR Part 
180 would be required before the 
issuance of the aquatic use registration. 


D. Evaluation and Disposition of 
Application 


In general, an application will be 
evaluated in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in 40 CFR 162.7. The 
human health effects evaluation will be 
carried out, as previously, by the Office 
of Pesticide Programs. This evaluation, 
however, will include collaboration and 
consultation with the Office of Drinking 
Water (ODW). The decision to register 
the pesticide for the proposed use will 
require the concurrence of both offices, 
and an ARLDW will be established for 
the registration file. On a case by case 
basis, the ODW may issue further 
advice to State and local authorities 
concerning the expected pesticide 
residues in drinking water, or establish 
National Drinking Water Maximum 
Contamination Levels, as appropriate. 


E. Labeling, Restrictions, and Limitations 


In order to protect the public health, 


the agency has in the past imposed label 
restrictions and detailed use instructions 
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for pesticides used in aquatic areas 
rather than requiring a routine 
monitoring program for residue levels in 
drinking water. The agency believes that 
this practice is more effective and 
practical than a nonspecific monitoring 
program for residue detection and it will 
therefore be continued. The agency will 
consider, inter alia, the following types 
of regulatory restrictions to assure that 
the residue levels of the added 
pesticides will not exceed a safe level: 

(1) Limitations of use to State and 
Federal agencies. 

(2) Limitation to specified 
geographical areas. 

(3) Required holding period before 
water may be used for drinking by man 
and/or domestic animals, or for 
agricultural uses. 

(4) Required water analysis for 
specific chemicals and post treatment 
time periods. 

(5) Required notification of local 
water authorities in areas to be treated. 

(6) Posting of treated lakes and ponds. 

(7) Seasonal restrictions (high or low 
water volume). 

(8) Restriction to certified applicators. 


F. Existing Food Additive Regulations 
for Pesticides in Drinking Water 

After this notice has become final, the 
agency will initiate actions to delete.the 
existing food additive regulations for 
pesticide residues in drinking water (21 
CFR Part 193). Labeling changes may be 
required at that time to assure that the 
pesticide residue levels will not exceed 
an acceptable level. The ODW will be 
informed about these deletions. As 
appropriate, that office may initiate 
further actions similar to those listed 
under D above. 


Il. Compliance With Executive Order 
12291 


Executive Order (EO) 122291 (40 FR 
13193, February 19, 1981) requires that 
EPA prepare a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis for each major rule. The order 
defines a “major rule” as any regulation 
that is likely to result in: 

(1) An annual effect on the economy 
of $100 million or more; 

(2) A major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies or geographic regions; 

(3) Significant adverse impact on 
competition, employment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

EPA's procedural change for 
evaluating pesticides used directly in 
bodies of water in order to control 
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aquatic pests is not a major regulation 
by these definitions. The change 
proposed in this notice does not in fact 
increase the burden, financial or 
otherwise, for an applicant of a 
pesticide registration. If anything, this 
procedural change relieves the applicant 
from filing a Food Additive Petition 
under section 409 of FFDCA in addition 
to the application for a registration. 
Therefore, the agency concludes that 
this procedural change would in fact 
decrease in the cost of preparing an 
application. 

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291. Any comments 
from OMB to EPA and any EPA 
response to those comments are 
available for public inspection in Rm. E- 
107, Environmental Protection Agency, 
401 M St., SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, 
and are available for viewing from 8:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday to Friday, 
excluding holidays. 


List of Subjects 
40 CFR Part 162 


Intergovernmental relations, Labeling, 
Packaging and containers, pesticides 
and pests, Administrative practice and 
procedure. 


40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests. 

Dated: May 6, 1982 
Edwin L. Johnson, 

Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 82~16047 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 1E2578/P235; PH-FRL 2145-8] 


Bromoxynil; Proposed Toierances 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that 
tolerances be established for residues of 
the herbicide bromoxynil, resulting from 
application of the octanoic acid ester or 
the butyric acid ester, in or.on the raw 
agricultural commodities annual 
canarygrass seed and straw. The 
proposed amendment to establish a 
maximum permissible level for residues 
of the herbicide in or on these 
commodities was submitted by the 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4). 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 15, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Written comments to: Donald 
R. Stubbs, Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald Stubbs (703-557-7700). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 
Station, P.O. Box 231, Rutgers 
University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, 
has submitted pesticide petition number 
1E2578 to EPA on behalf of the IR-4 
Technical Committee and the 
Agricultural Experiment Station of 
Minnesota. 

This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of tolerances for 
negligible residues of the herbicide 
bromoxynil (3,5-dibromo-4- 
hydroxybenzonitrile), from application 
of its octanoic acid ester, in or on the 
raw agricultural commodities annual 
canarygrass seed and straw at 0.1 part 
per million (ppm). The petition was later 
amended to propose tolerances at 0.1 
ppm resulting from application of either 
the octanoic acid ester or the butyric 
acid ester. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
all other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerances are sought. The toxicological 
data considered in support of the 
proposed tolerances include a 
subchronic (13-week) dog feeding study 
with a no-observed-effect level (NOEL) 
of 5 mg/kg/day (200 ppm) and a 
subchronic (13-week) rat feeding study 
with a NOEL of 312 ppm. While the 
toxicity of this chemical has not been 
completely characterized, there will be 
no incremental residue contribution to 
the theoretical maximum residue 
contribution (TMRC) from this use since 
canarygrass seed and straw are not 


_intended for use in the diet of either 


humans or domestic food animals. If a 
market develops in the future for use of 
canarygrass straw for livestock feed or 
bedding, established tolerances for 
bromoxynil in meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep will cover residues. 
Tolerances of 0.1 ppm have previously 
been established for a number of raw 
agricultural commodities from 
application of the herbicide as its 
octanoic acid ester or butyric acid ester. 
The acceptable daily intake (ADI), 
based on the 13-week dog feeding study 
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(NOEL of 5 mg/kg/day, or 200 ppm) and 
using a 2,000-fold safety factor, is 
calculated to be 0.0025 mg/kg of the 
body weight (bw)/day. The maximum 
permitted intake (MPI) for a 60-kg 
human is calculated to be 0.15 mg/day. 
The TMRC from existing tolerances for 
a 1.5-kg daily diet is calculated to be 
0.0336 mg/day; published tolerances 
utilize 22.43 percent of the ADI. The 
requested tolerances will not contribute 
to the TMRC nor utilize any part of the 
ADI. 

The nature of the residues is 
adequately understood and an adequate 
analytical method (gas-liquid 
chromatography utilizing an electron 
capture detector) is available for 
enforcement purposes. No secondary 
residues are expected in meat, milk, 
poultry, or eggs since neither annual 
canarygrass seed nor straw is presently 
utilized as livestock or poultry feed 
items. There are presently no actions 
pending against the continued 
registration of this chemical. 

Based on the above information 
considered by the Agency, the 
tolerances established by amending 40 
CFR Part 180 would protect the public 
health. It is proposed, therefore, that the 
tolerances be established as set forth 
below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which 
contains any of the ingredients listed 
herein, may request on or before July 15, 
1982 that this rulemaking proposal be 
referred to an Advisory Committee in 
accordance with section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons ‘are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number, “[PP 1E2578/P235]”. All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available in the 
Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division, at the address 
given above from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except legal 
holidays. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the ~ 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
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economic impact.on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 
(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 34a{e))) 
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 
Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests. 
Dated: June 4, 1982. 
Douglas D. Campt 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 
PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURE COMMODITES 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
180.324 be amended by adding and 
alphabetically inserting the raw 
agricultural commodities annual 


canarygrass seed and annual 
canarygrass straw to read as follows: 


' 
§ 180.324 Bromoxynil; tolerances for 
residues. 


Grass, canary, 
Grass, canary, 


[FR Doc. 82-16043 filed 6-14-62; 6:46 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 1E2577/P234; PH-FRL 2146-1] 


2-Methyl-4-Chliorophenoxyacetic Acid; 
Proposed Tolerances 
AGENCY: Environmental! Protection 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that 
tolerances be established for residues of 
the herbicide 2-methyl-4- 
chlorophenoxyacetic acid (MCPA), 
resulting from applcation as its isooctyl 
or butoxyethyl esters, in or on the raw 
agricultural commodities annual 
canarygrass seed and straw. The 
proposed amendment to establish a 
maximum permissible level for residues 
of the herbicide in or on these 
commodities was submitted by the 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4). . 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 15, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to: Donald 
R. Stubbs, Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), 


’ Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 


St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald Stubbs (703-557-7700). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 
Station, P.O. Box 231, Rutgers 
University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, 
has submitted pesticide petition number 
1E2577 to EPA on behalf of the IR-4 
Technical Committee and the 
Agricultural Experiment Station of 
Minnesota. 

This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of tolerances for residues 
of the herbicide MCPA, from application 
of its isooctyl or butoxyethy]l esters, in 
or on the raw agricultural commodities 
annual canarygrass seed and straw at 
0.1 part per million (ppm). 

The data submitted in the petition and 
all other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerances are sought. The toxicological 
data considered in support of the 

tolerance included a 
subchronic (13-week) dog feeding study 
with a no-observed-effect level (NOEL) 
of 160 ppm/; a 90-day rat feeding study 
with a NOEL of 8 mg/kg/day; and a 
mouse teratogenicity study, negative at 
100 mg/kg/day (highest dose tested). 


contribution to the theoretical maximum 
residue contribution (TMRC) from this 
use since seed and straw 
are not intended for use in the diet of 
either humans or domestic food animals. 
If a market develops in the future for use 
of canarygrass straw for livestock feed 
or bedding, established tolerances for 
MCPA in milk and meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep will cover residues. 
Tolerances of 0.1 ppm have previously 
been established for a number of raw 
agricultural commodities from 
application of the herbicide. 

The acceptable daily intake (ADI), 
based on the 13-week dog feeding study 
(NOEL of 4 mg/kg/day, or 160 ppm) and 
using a 2,000-fold safety factor, is 
calculated to be 0.002 mg/kg of body 
weight (bw)/day. The maximum 
permitted intake (MPI) for a 60-kg 
human is calculated to be 0.12 mg/day. 
The TMRC from existing tolerances for 
a 1.5-kg daily diet is calculated to be 
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0.0817 mg/day; published tolerances 
utilize 68.10 percent of the ADL The 
requested tolerances will not contribute 
to the TMRC nor utilize any part of the 
ADL 

The nature of the residues is 
adequately understood and an adequate 
analytical method (gas-liquid 
chromatography utilizing an electron 
capture detector) is available for 
enforcement purposes. No secondary 
residues are expected in meat, milk, 
poultry, or eggs since neither annual 
canarygrass seed nor straw is presently 
utilized as livestock or poultry feed 
items. There are presently no actions 
pending against the continued 
registration of this chemical. 

Based on the above information 
considered by the Agency, the 
tolerances established by amending 40 
CFR 180.339 would protect the public 
health. It is proposed, therefore, that the 
tolerances be established as set forth 
below. . 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which 
contains any of the ingredients listed 
herein, may request on or before July 15, 
1982, that this rulemaking proposal be 
referred to an Advisory Committee in 
accordance with section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number, “[PP 1E.2577/P234]”. All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available in the 
Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division, at the address 
given above from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except legal 
holidays. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 


(Sec. 406{e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346a{e))) 
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List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests. 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW-AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
180.339(a) be amended by adding and 
alphabetically inserting the raw 
agricultural commodities annual 
canarygrass seed and annual 
canarygrass straw to read as follows: 


§ 180.339 2-Methyl-4-chiorophenoxyacetic 
acid; tolerances for residues. 


(a) * * * 


[FR Doc. 82-16042 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 7E1956/P228; PH-FRL 2145-6] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that 
tolerances be established for residues of 
the plant growth regulator 1- 
naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) in or on 
the raw agricultural commodities 
oranges and tangerines. The proposed 
amendment to establish a maximum 
permissible level for residues of NAA in 
or on the commodities was submitted by 
the Interregional Research Project No. 4 
(IR-4). 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 15, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Written comments to: Donald 
R. Stubbs, Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS—767C), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald Stubbs (703-557-7700). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 
Station, P.O. Box 231, Rutgers 
University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, 
has submitted pesticide petition number 


7E1956 to EPA on behalf of the IR-4 
Technical Committee and the 
Agriculture Experiment Stations of 
Arizona, California, and Florida. 

This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of a tolerance for residues 
of the plant growth regulator 1- 
naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) in or on 
the raw agricultural commodity citrus 


fruits at 1 part per million (ppm). The 
petition was later amended to propose 


tolerances in or on oranges and 
tangerines at 0.1 ppm. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
all other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerances are sought. The toxicological 
data considered in support of-the 
proposed tolerances were: a 90-day rat 
feeding study with a no-observed-effect 
level (NOEL) of 150 mg/kg/day; a 3- 
generation mouse reproduction study 
with no effect on reproductive 
performance up to 86 ppm; and a 6- 
month oral (capsule) study in dogs with 
a NOEL of 50 mg/kg/day. A teratology 
study is currently lacking but in 
progress. 

The provisional acceptable daily 
intake (PADI), based on the 6-month dog 
feeding study (NOEL of 50.0 mg/kg/day) 
and using a 1,000-fold safety factor, is 
calculated to be 0.050 mg/kg of body 
weight (bw)/day. The maximum 
permitted intake (MPI) for a 60-kg 
human is calculated to be 3.00 mg/day. 
The theoretical maximum residue 
contribution (TMRC) from existing 
tolerances for a 1.5 kg daily diet is 
calculated to be 0.0425 mg/day; the 
current action will increase the TMRC 
by 0.0033 mg/day. Published and 
proposed tolerances utilize 1.53 percent 
of the PADI. 

The nature of the residues is 
adequately understood and an adequate 
analytical methodology (gas-liquid 
chromatography-mass spectrometry) is 
available for enforcement purposes. No 
secondary residues in meat, milk, 
poultry, or eggs are expected. There are 
presently no actions pending against the 
continued registration of this chemical. 

Based on the above information 
considered by the Agency, the 
tolerances established by amending 40 
CFR Part 180 would protect the public 
health. It is proposed, therefore, that the 
tolerances be established as set forth 
below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which 
contains any of the ingredients listed 
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herein, may request on or before July 15, 
1982 that this rulemaking proposal be 


- referred to an Advisory Committee in 


accordance with section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number, “[PP 7E1956/P228]”. All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available for public 
inspection in the office of Donald Stubbs 
at the above address from 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. 2 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L.96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact dn a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 


(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346a(e))) 
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests. 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Douglas D. Campt, 


Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
180.155(a) be amended by alphabetically 
inserting the raw agricultural 
commodities oranges and tangerines to 
read as follows: 


§ 180.155 1-Naphthaleneacetic acid; 
tolerances for residues. 


(a) * * * 


[FR Doc. 62-16044 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 





Notices 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


ACTION 


Foster Grandparent and Senior 
Companion Programs; income 
Eligibility Levels 


AGENCY: Action. 


ACTION: Notice of revision of income 
eligibility levels for Foster Gransparent 


and Senior Companion programs. 


SUMMARY: This notice revises the 
schedule of income eligibility levels for 
individuals and families for the Foster 
Grandparent Program published in the 
Federal Register May 6, 1981 (45 FR 
25328) The revised schedule is based on 
revised Poverty Income Guidelines from 
HHS, effective April 9, 1982. This 
revision adopts as the income eligibility 
level for each State the higher amount of 
either (a) 125% of the DHHS Poverty 
Income Guideline, or (b) 100% of the 
DHHS Poverty Income Guideline plus 
the amount each state supplements 
Federal SSI. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Betty Brake, Director OAVP, ACTION, 
Room M-1007, 806 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20515 , or 
telephone toll free (800) 484-8580, 
Extension 239 or (202) 254-7310. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: These 
ACTION programs are authorized 
pursuant to Sections 211 and 213 of the 
Domestic Volunteer Service Act of 1973, 
as amended, Pub. L. 93-113, 87 Stat. 414. 
The income eligibility levels are 
determined by the currently applicable 
guideline published by DHHS pursuant 
to sections 652 and 673(2) of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1981 which requires poverty income 
guidelines to be adjusted for Consumer 
Price Index changes. 

‘The income eligibility levels will be 
reviewed at least once a year, and 


similar schedules will be prepared to 

reflect any changes required as a result 

of that review. 

SCHEDULE OF INCOME ELIGIBILITY LEVELS: 
FOSTER GRANDPARENT AND SENIOR Com- 


For families of more than three- 
persons in the household, add the 
appropriate supplement for each 
member over three as follows: 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 115 


Tuesday, June 15, 1982 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th day of 
June 1982. 
Thomas W. Panken, 
Director. 
[FR Doc. 82-16075 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6050-01-M 


ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 


and Electric Company Interconnection 
Project 

AGENCY: Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation. 

ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Chairman of the Council 
has ratified a Programmatic 
Memorandum of Agreement (PMOA) 
regarding construction of the Arizona 
Public Service—San Diego Gas and 
Electric Company Interconnection 
project in California, an undertaking 
regulated by the Department of the 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management. 
Notice of intent to execute the PMOA 
was published on November 9, 1981 (46 
FR 55291). Copies of the PMOA are 
available from the Council. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Thomas F. King, Director, Office of 
Cultural Resource Preservation, 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, 1522 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. 

Dated: June 10, 1982. 
Robert R. Garvey, Jr., 
Executive Director. 
[FR Doc. 82-16092 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-10-m 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 


Fiue-Cured Tobacco Advisory 
Committee; Meeting 

In accordance with section 10{a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463) announcement is made 
of the following committee meeting: 

Name: Flue-Cured Tobacco Advisory 
Committee. 

Date: June 29, 1982. 

Place: Tobacco Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, U.S. Department of 
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Agriculture, Laboratory, Room 223 Flue- 
Cured Tobacco Cooperative Stabilization 
Corporation, 1306 Annapolis Drive, Raleigh, 
North Carolina 27605. 

Time: 1 p.m. 

Purpose: To discuss marketing area 
opening dates and selling schedules for flue- 
cured tobacco to be sold in each marketing 
area for the 1982 season. Also, other matters 
as specified in 7 CFR Part 29 will be 
discussed. 


The meeting is open to the public. 
Persons, other than members, who wish 
to address the Committee at the meeting 
should contact J. T. Bunn, Deputy 
Director, Tobacco Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, 300—12th Street, S.W., 
Washingon, D.C., 20250 (202) 447-7235. 
Written statements should be submitted 
prior to or at the meeting. 

Dated: June 11, 1982. 

William T. Manley, 

Deputy Administrator, Marketing Program 
Operations. 

[FR Doc. 82-16241 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


Food and Nutrition Service 


Availability of Surplus Cheese 


AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Agriculture announces that it will 
provide 120 million additional pounds of 
surplus process cheese to requesting 
State agencies for distribution to eligible 
recipients. The process cheese being 
made available by this announcement is 
in addition to the total of 100 million 
pounds of this product whose 
availability to such State agencies was 
announced on December 29, 1981 (46 FR 
62882) and March 9, 1982 (47 FR 10068). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph E. Shepherd, Director, Food 
Distribution Division, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Park Office Center, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302, (703) 756- 
3680. F 

DATE: Requests for allocations of cheese 
must be submitted by December 31, 
1982. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
addition to the 100 million pounds of 
surplus process cheese previously made 
available to State agencies for 
distribution to eligible recipients, the 
Department is prepared to provide an 
additional 120 million pounds of process 
cheese to requesting State agencies for 
the same purpose, bringing the total 
available to 220 million pounds. The 
Department will pay the cost of 


transporting the cheese from Federal 
storage facilities to centralized storage 
facilities designated by recipient State 
agencies. State agencies will be 
responsible for arranging and financing 
distribution of the cheese within the 
State. 

The cheese is being offered under the 
provisions of section 416 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1949 and section 
1114 of the Agriculture and Food Act of 
1981. It may be used only in nonprofit 
school lunch programs; nonprofit 
summer camps for children, and other 
child nutrition programs providing food 
service; in nutrition projects operating 
under authority of the Older Americans 
Act of 1965, including congregate 
nutrition sites and providers of home- 


- delivered meals; in assistance to needy 


persons; and in charitable institutions, 
including hospitals, serving needy 
persons. 

Distribution to needy persons for use 
in the preparation of meals in the home 
may be made only through food banks 
participating in the program established 
under section 211 of the Agriculture Act 
of 1980. States wishing to distribute 
cheese for this use will be required to 
assist the Department in designating 
food banks for participation in that 


rogram. 

State agencies participating in this 
distribution of cheese will be required to 
enter into an agreement with the 
Department if they have not already 
done so. This agreement will embody 
the terms and conditions under which 
the cheese is being provided. A copy of 
the agreement may be obtained from the 
appropriate Regional Administrator, 
Food and Nutrition Service. Agencies 
wishing to participate in the distribution 
should, by December 31, 1982, advise the 
appropriate Regional Administrator, in 
writing, of their interest and of the 
amount which they would like to 
receive. There is no limitation on the 
amount of cheese which may be 
requested by a State agency. 

Dated: Jyne 9, 1982. 
Samuel J. Cornelius, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-16081 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M 


Determining Eligibility for Free and 
Reduced Price Meals and Free Milk in 
Schools; Income Eligibility Guidelines 
AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This Notice announces the 
Department's annual July adjustments to 


- the Income Eligibility Guidelines to be 
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used in determining eligibility for free 
and reduced price meals or free milk for 
the period from July 1, 1982-June 30, 
1983. These guidelines are used by 
schools, institutions, and centers 
participating in the National School 
Lunch and Breakfast Programs, Special 
Milk Program, Child Care Food Program 
and by commodity schools. The 
adjustments are made pursuant to 
section 9 of the National School Lunch 
Act as amended by Public Law 97-35, 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act 
of 1981. The guidelines are intended to 
direct benefits to those children most in 
need. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stanley C. Garnett, Branch Chief, Policy 
and Program Development Branch, 
School Program Division, FNS, USDA, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302 (703) 756- 
3620. “ 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Classification 


This Notice has been reviewed under 
Executive Order 12291 and has not been 
classified major because it does not 
meet any of the three criteria identified 
under the executive order. The action 
announced in the notice will not have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 


_million, will not cause a major increase 


in costs or prices and will not have a 
significant impact on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation or the ability of U.S. 
enterprises to compete with foreign 
based enterprises in domestic or foreign 
markets. 

This notice has also been reviewed 
with regard to the requirements of Pub. 
L. 96-354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
Samuel J. Cornelius, Administrator of 
the Food and Nutrition Service, has 
certified that this action will not have a 
significant adverse economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities. 

This notice imposes no new reporting 
or recordkeeping provisions that are 
subject to OMB review in accordance 
with the Paperwork Reduction Act of 


1980 (44 U.S.C. 3587). . 


Background 

Pursuant to sections 9 and 17 of the 
National Sehool Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 
1785 and 42 U.S.C. 1766), and sections 3 
and 4 of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 
(42 U.S.C. 1772 and 1773(e)), the 
Department annually issues the Income 
Eligibility Guidelines for free and 
reduced price meals in the National 
School Lunch Program (7 CFR Part 210), 
School Breakfast Program (7 CFR Part 
220), Child Care Food Program (7 CFR 
Part 226), Commodity schools (7 CFR 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


210.2) and the guidelines for free milk in 
the Special Milk Program (7 CFR Part 
215). 

The Department requires schools and 
institutions which charge for meals 
separately from other foods, to serve 
free meals or, at local option, free milk 
to all children from any family whose 
income is at or below 130 percent of the 
poverty level for that family’s size. The 
Department also requires such schools 
and institutions to serve reduced price 
meals to all children from any family 
whose income is more than 130 percent 
of the poverty level for that family’s size 
but at or below 185 percent of the 
poverty level for that family’s size. 

For the convenience of State agencies, 
the tables in this notice show the 
poverty guidelines when increased by 30 
percent and when increased by 85 
percent. Guidelines are shown 
separately for Alaska and for Hawaii 
and for the Island of Guam. 


Definition of Income 


“Income,” as the term is used in this 
notice, is similar to that defined in the 
Bureau of the Census report, 
“Characteristics of the Low-Income 


Population: 1971,” Current Population 
Reports, series P-60, No. 86, December 
1972. “Income” means income before 
deductions for income taxes, employees’ 
social security taxes, insurance 
premiums, bonds, etc. It includes the 
following: (1) Monetary compensation 
for services, including wages, salary, 
commissions or fees; (2) net income from 
nonfarm self-employment; (3) net 
income from farm self-employment; (4) 
social security; (5) dividends or interest 
in savings bonds, income from estates or 
trusts, or net rental income; (6) public 
assistance or welfare payments; (7) 
unemployment compensation; (8) 
government civilian employee, or 
military retirement, or pensions or 
veterans payments; (9) private pensions 
or annuities; (10) alimony or child 
support payments; (11) regular 
contributions from persons not living in 
the household; (12) net royalties; and 
(13) other cash income. Other cash 
income would include cash amounts 
received or withdrawn from any source 
including savings, investments, trust 
accounts, and other resources which 
would be available to pay the price of a 
child's meal. 


INCOME ELIGIBILITY GUIDELINES 
[Effective From July 1, 1982, to June 30, 1983] 


Note.—Do not allow hardship deductions from the above income eligibility guidelines. 
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“Income,” as the term is used in this 
notice, does not include any income or 
benefits received under any Federal 
program which are excluded from 
consideration as income by any 
legislative prohibition. Furthermore, the 
value of assistance to children or their 
families shall not be considered as 
income if prohibited by the authorizing 
legislation, e.g., the National School 
Lunch Act, the Child Nutrition Act of 
1966, and the Food Stamp Act of 1977. 


The Income Eligibility Guidelines 


The following are the Income 
Eligibility Guidelines to be effective 
from July 1, 1982 until June 30, 1983. The 
Department’s guidelines for free meals 
and milk and reduced price meals were 
obtained by multiplying the Federal 
(formerly OMB) nonfarm income 
poverty guidelines by 1.30 and 1.85 
respectively, and by rounding the result 
to the nearest $10.00. Weekly and 
monthly guidelines were computed by 
dividing annual income by 52 and 12 
respectively, and by rounding to the 
nearest $1.00. 
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(42 U.S.C. 1758, Sec. 803, Pub. L. 
97-35, 95 Stat. 521-535) 


Dated: June 9, 1982. 
Samuel J. Cornelius, 
Administrator, Food and Nutrition Service, 
[FR Doc. 82-16018 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M 


Rural Electrification Administration 


Plains Electric Generation and 
Transmission Cooperative, inc.; 
Finding of No Significant impact 

The Rural Electrification 
Administration (REA) has prepared a 
Finding of No Significant Impact in 
connection with proposed financing 
assistance by REA for Plains Electric 
Generation and Transmission 
Cooperative, Inc., (Plains) of 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, to rebuild 
and reconductor 104.45 km (65.28 mi) of 
115 kV transmission line from Dona Ana 
to Alamogordo Substations in Dona Ana 
and Otero Counties, New Mexico. 
Rebuilding the line is necessary because 
the conductors suffer from extensive 
vibration damage, the crossarms are in 
poor condition, and the poles are 
nearing the end of their useful life. 

Plains has prepared a Borrower's 
Environmental Report (BER) concerning 
the proposed project. An Environmental 
Assessment (EA) was. prepared by REA. 
Threatened and endangered species, 
important farmlands and forestlands, 
archaeological and historic sites, 
wetlands and floodplains, and other 
potential impacts of the proposed 
project are adequately considered in the 
EA. 


An unnamed floodplain is crossed by 
the existing transmission line. REA 
determined that there are no practical 
alternatives to the continued crossing of 
this floodplain. The transmission 
structures, however, are designed to 
mitigate any potential effects to the 
floodplain. 

Alternatives evaluated include no 
action, reconductoring on existing 
structures and complete line rebuild. 
The proposed transmission line rebuild 
is an acceptable alternative to provide 
power to all existing and projected 
loads of Plains within the project area. 

Copies of the Finding of No Significant 
Impact, the EA and Plains’ BER may be 
obtained from the office of the Director, 
Power Supply Division, Room 0230, 
South Agriculture Building, Rural 
Electrification Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 20250 or reviewed at 


the office of Plains Electric Generation 
and Transmission Cooperative, Inc., 
2401 Aztec Road, NE, Albuquerque, New 
Mexico 87107. 

This Program is listed in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance as 
10.850—Rural Electrification Loans and 
Loan Guarantees. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 10th day of 
June 1982. 

Harold V. Hunter, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-16080 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am 
BILLING CODE 3410-15-M 


Office of the Secretary 


1982 Crop Cotton; Determinations 
Regarding the 1982 Loan Rates for 
Upland and Extra Long Staple (ELS) 
Cotton, Established (Target) Price and 
Acreage Reduction for 
Upland Cotton and Seed Cotton Loan 
Program for Upland and Extra Long 
Staple Cotton 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA. 


' ACTION: Notice of determinations of the 


1982 crop loan rates for upland and 
extra long staple (hereinafter referred to 
as ELS) cotton, established (target) price 
and acreage reduction program for 
upland cotton, and seed cotton loan 


program for upland and ELS cotton. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice 
contains the following determinations 
with respect to the 1982 crop of cotton: 
(1) Loan rate for Strict Low Middling 
one-and-one-sixteenth-inch upland 
cotton (micronaire 3.5 through 4.9) of 
57.08 cents per pound; (2) loan rate for 
ELS cotton of 99.89 cents per pound; (3) 
established (target) price for upland 
cotton of 71 cents per pound; (4) acreage 
reduction program of 15 percent for 
upland cotton; (5) no land diversion 
payments for upland cotton; and (6) the 
availability of an upland and ELS seed 
cotton loan program. These 
determinations are required to be made 
in accordance with sections 101(f) and 
103(g) of the Agricultural Act of 1949, as 
amended by the Agriculture and Food 
Act of 1981 (hereinafter referred to as 
the “Act”). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 29, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Director, Analysis Division, 
ASCS, USDA, Room 3741 South 
Building, P.O. Box 2415, Washington, 
D.C. 20013. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles V. Cunningham, Acting Deputy 
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Director, Analysis Division, USDA- 
ASCS, P.O. Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 
20013 (202) 447-7954. The Final 
Regulatory Impact Analysis describing 
the options considered in developing 
these determinations is available on 
request from the above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: These 
determinations have been reviewed in 
accordance with the provisions of 
Executive Order 12291 and Secretary's 
Memorandum No. 1512-1 and have been 
designated as “major”. These 
determinations have been designated as 
“major” because they are expected to 
affect the supply and price of upland 
cotton during the 1982-83 marketing 
year, which will in turn impact upon 
producers, processors, exporters and 
consumers of cotton and cotton 
products. 


The titles and numbers of the federal 
assistance programs that this notice 
applies to are: Title—Cotton Production 
Stabilization, number 10.052, and Title— 
Commodity Loans and Purchases, 
number 10.051, as found in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

These actions will nothavea _ 
significant impact specifically on area 
and community development. Therefore, 
review as established under OMB 
Circular A-95 was not used to assure 
that units of local government are 
informed of this action. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this notice since there is 
no requirement that a notice of proposed 
rulemaking be published with respect to 
the subject matter of these 
determinations in accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 553 or any other provision of law. 

1. Loan Rate for Upland Cotton. 
Section 103(g)(1) of the Act provides that 
the loan level for 1982-crop upland 
cotton must reflect for Strict Low 
Middling one-and-one-sixteenth-inch 
upland cotton (micronaire 3.5 through 
4.9) at average location in the United 


- States, the smaller of (1) 85 percent of 


the average price (weighted by market 
and month) of Strict Low Middling one- 
and-one-sixteenth-inch cotton quoted in. 
the designated U.S. spot markets during 
3 years of the 5-year period ending July 
31, 1981, dropping the highest and lowest 
years, or (2) 90 percent of the average, 
for the 15 week period beginning July 1, 
1981, of the five lowest priced growths 
of the growths quoted for Middling one- 
and-three-thirty-seconds-inch cotton, 
C.LF. Northern Europe (adjusted 
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downward by the average difference 
during the period April 15, 1981 through 
October 15, 1981 between the Northern 

Europe quotation and quotations in the 
designated U.S. spot markets for Strict 
Low Middling one-and-one-sixteenth- 
inch cotton (micronaire 3.5 through 4.9)). 
The loan level cannot be less than 55 
cents per pound. If the Northern Europe 
calculation is less than the spot market 
calculation, the Secretary may adjust 
the loan level up to the spot market 
calculation. the 1982 loan rate must be 
announced as soon as practicable 
following the enactment of the 
Agriculture and Food Act of 1981 (Pub. 
L. 97-98) and cannot thereafter be 
changed. 

2. Loan Rate for ELS Cotton. Section 
101(f) of the Act provides that if 
producers have not disapproved 
marketing quotas for any crop of ELS 
cotton, price support loans shall be 
made available to cooperators for such 
crop at a level which is not less than 75 
per centum or more than 125 per centum 
in excess of the loan level established 
for Strict Low Middling one-and-one- 
sixteenth-inch upland cotton {micronaire 
3.5 through 4.9) of such crop at average 
location in the United States. 

Section 401 of the Act provides that in 
determining the level of support in 
excess of the minimum level prescribed 
for any commodity, including ELS 
cotton, consideration shall be given to 
the supply of the commodity in relation 
to the demand therefor, the price level at 
which other commodities are being 
supported, the availability of funds, the 
perishability of the commodity, the 
importance of the commodity to 
agriculture and the national economy, 
the ability to dispose of stocks acquired 
through a price support operation, the 
need for offsetting temporary losses of 
export markets, and the ability and 
willingness of producers to keep 
supplies in line with demand. 

3. Established (Target) Price. Section 
103(g)(3) of the Act provides that the 
established price for 1982-crop upland 
cotton shall not be less than the 
of (a) 71 cents per pound plus any 
adjustments for changes in production 
costs or (b) 120 percent of the loan level 
determined pursuant to section 103{g)(1). 
The Act provides that the price of 71 
cents per pound quoted in the preceding 
sentence may be adjusted upward as the 
Secretary determines to be apporpriate 
to reflect any change in (a) the average 
adjusted cost of production per acre for 
the two crop years immediately 
preceding the year for which the 
determination is made (1980 and 1981) 
from (b) the average adjusted cost of 
production per acre for the two crop 


years immediately preceding the year 
previous to the one for which the 
determination is made (1979 and 1980). 
The adjusted cost of production for each 
of such years may be determined by the 
Secretary on the basis of such 
information as the Secretary finds 
necessary and appropriate and may 
include variable costs, machinery 
ownership costs, and general farm 
overhead costs, allocated to the corps 
involved on the basis of the proportion 
of the value of the total production 
derived from each crop. 

4. Acreage Reduction Program. 
Section 103(g)(9)(A) of the Act provides 
that the Secretary may establish a 
limitation on planted acreage if the 
Secretary determines that the total 
supply of upland cotton will, in the 
absence of such limitation, be excessive 
taking into account the need for an 
adequate carryover to maintain 
reasonable and stable supplies and 
prices and to meet a national 
emergency. Such limitation shall be 
achieved by applying a uniform 
percentage reduction to the acreage 
base for each cotton-producing farm. 
Producers who knowingly produce 
cotton in excess of the permitted 
acreage shall be ineligible for cotton 
loans and payments with respect to that 
farm. The acreage base for any farm for 
the purpose of determining any 
reduction required to be made for any 
year shall be the acreage planted on the 
farm to upland cotton for harvest in the 
immediately preceding year or, at the 
discretion of the Secretary, the average 
acreage planted to upland cotton for 
harvest in the two crop years 
immediately preceding the year for 
which the determination is made. For 
the purpose of determining the acreage 
base, the acreage planted to upland 
cotton for harvest shall include any 
acreage which producers were 
prevented from planting to cotton or 
other nonconserving crop because of a 
natural disaster or other condition 
beyond the control of the producres. The 
Secretary may make adjustments to 
reflect crop-retation practices and other 
factors as the Secretary determines 
necessary to establish a fair and 
equitable base. A number of acres on 
the farm determined by dividing (a) the 
product obtained by multiplying the 
number of acres required to be 
withdrawn from the production of 
upland cotton times the number of acres 
actually planted to upland cotton, by (b) 
the number of acres authorized to be 
planted to upland cotton in accordance 
with the acreage limitation established 
by the Secretary shall be devoted to 
approved conservation uses in 


accordance with regulations issued by 
the Secretary. If an acreage limitation is 
in effect for any crop, the national 
program acreage, program allocation 
factor, and voluntary reduction 
provisions of section 103({g) of the Act 
are not applicable to such crop. The 
individual farm program acreage shall 
be the acreage planted on the farm to 
upland cotton for harvest within the 
permitted upland cotton acreage 
established for the farm under the 
acreage reduction program. 

5. Land Diversion Program. Section 
103(g}(9}(B) of the Act provides that the 
Secretary may make land diversion 
payments, whether or not an 
limitation is in effect, if the Secretary 
determines that such payments are 
necessary to assist in adjusting the total 
national acreage of upland cotton to 
desirable goals. Such land diversion 
payments shall be made to producers 
who, to the extent prescribed by the 
Secretary, devote to approved 
conservation uses an acreage of 
cropland on the farm in accordance with 
land diversion contracts entered into by 
the Secretary with such producers. 

6. Seed Cotton Loan Program. Section 
103(g}{18) of the Act provides that in 
order to assist producers in the orderly 
ginning and marketing of their cotton 
production, the Secretary shall make 
recourse loans available to such 
producers on seed cotton in accordance 
with authority vested in the Secretary 
under the Commodity Credit 
Corporation Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714 
et seq.). 

Production of upland cotton in 1981 is 
projected to be approximately 15.6 
million bales. Total disappearance of 
upland cotton during the marketing year 
that began on August 1, 1981 is 
estimated to be 12.7 million bales. R 
these estimates are accurate, then 
carryover stocks on August 1, 1982 will 
equal about 5.7 million bales, which is 
deemed and excessive level. The 
monthly average price received by 
farmers fell from 65 cents per pound in 
August 1981 to 50 cents per pound in 
mid-January 1982. 

Because of the large projected 
beginning stock level, it is likely that the 
supply of cotton in the 1982-83 
marketing year again will be excessive. 
Therefore, the following options were 
considered to reduce the production of 
upland cotton in 982: (1) No acreage 
reduction program; (2) 10 percent 
acreage reduction program; (3) 15 
percent acreage reduction program; (4} 
20 percent acreage reduction program; 
and (5) 10 percent acreage oe 
program in com a 5 percent 
paid land aaa 
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Planted acres in 1982 are estimated at 
13.6 million acres with no acreage 
reduction program. Production is 
projected to be 12.7 million bales and 
the estimated total supply of upland 
cotton is 18.4 million bales. With an 
estimated total disappearance of 13.6 
million bales, ending stocks would be 
4.9 million bales. Under this option, 
government costs in fiscal year 1983 are 
projected to total $580 million. 

Under a 10 percent reduction program, 
planted acres are estimated at 12.9 
million acres. Production of upland 
cotton would be about 12.1 million bales 
with average yields. The total supply 
and total disappearance are projected to 
be 17.8 million bales and 13.3 million 
bales, respectively, leaving ending 
stocks of 4.6 million bales. Fiscal year 
1983 government outlays are estimated 
at $210 million under this option. 

Planted acres under the 15 percent 
acreage reduction option are estimated 
to be 12.7 million acres. Production is 
estimated at 11.9 million bales and the 
total supply is estimated at 17.6 million 
bales. With a probable total 
disappearance of 13.3 million bales, 
ending stocks would equal about 4.4 
million bales. Under this option, 
government costs for fiscal year 1983 are 
projected to total $76 million. 

With a 20 percent acreage reduction 
program, planted acres are estimated to 
be 12.6 million acres. Production is 
projected at 11.8 million bales for a total 
supply of 17.5 million bales. 
Disappearance is estimated at 13.3 
million bales and ending stocks would 
be about 4.3 million bales. A net 
government income of $35 million is 
estimated for fiscal year 1983 under this 
option. 

A 10 percent acreage reduction 
program in combination with an 
additional 5 percent paid diversion is 
estimated to result in planted acres of 
12.4 million. With average yields, 
production would be 11.6 million bales 
and the total supply would be 17.3 
million bales. Disappearance is 
projected to be 13.2 million bales, 
leaving ending stocks, 4.2 million bales. 
Total government outlays, including a 
land diversion payment of 20 cents per 
pound on the diverted acres, are 
estimated to be $230 million. 

The 15 percent acreage reduction 
option was selected because it was 
estimated to provide necessary 
reductions in production, ending stocks, 
and government costs. This option is 
expected to result in strengthened prices 
for producers and still allow for an 
adequate supply of cotton for 
consumers. 

A number of the determinations in — 
this notice are generally required to be 


made by section 103(g) of the Act by 
November 1 of the calendar year prior to 
the crop year for which such 
determinations are required to be made. 
However, the provisions of section 
103(g) were not enacted until December 
22, 1981. Therefore, the provisions of the 
Act require that these determinations be 
made as soon as practicable after 
enactment. On January 29, 1982, the 
Secretary announced by press release 
the determinations with respect to the 
1982 crop of cotton which are set forth 
herein. The purpose of this document is 
to affirm those determinations. Thus, it 
is hereby determined that no further 
public rulemaking is required with 
respect to the following determinations: 


Determinations 


1. Upland Cotton Loan Rate. Based on 
the formula prescribed in section 
103(g)(1) of the Act, the loan rate for 
Strict Low Middling, one-and-one- 
sixteenth-inch upland cotton (micronaire 
3.5 through 4.9) at average location in 
the United States is determined to be 
57.08 cents per pound. This figure is 
calculated using the domestic spot 
market prices as required by section 
103(g)(1)(A) of the Act. 

The spot market calculation is as 
follows: (1) Weighted average spot 
market prices for Strict Low Middling 
one-and-one-sixteenth-inch upland 
cotton, micronaire 3.5 through 4.9: 
August 1976 through July 1977—71.59 

cents; 

August 1977 through July 1978—51.15 
cents; 

August 1978 through July 1979—61.01 
cents; 

August 1979 through July 1980—68.87 
cents; 

August 1980 through July 1981—83.77 
cents; 

(2) Average of the five years, 
excluding the highest and lowest years: 
71.59 + 61.01 + 68.87/3=67.157 cents; and 
(3) Loan rate based on U.S. spot market 
calculation: 67.157 x 0.85 =57.08 cents. 

The Northern Europe calculation is as 
follows: 


(1) Average Northern Europe quotation 
for Middling one-and-three-thirty- 
seconds-inch cotton July 1 through 
October 13, 1981 

(2) Average difference between 
average Northern Euorpe quotation 
and the U.S. sport market average 
for Strict Low Middling one-and- 
one-sixteenth-inch, (micronaire 3.5 
through 4.9) April 15 through 
October 15, 1981 

(3) Adjusted Northern Europe 

e 


averag 
(4) 90 percent of adjusted average. 


Accordingly, the 1982 upland cotton 
loan rate is 57.08 cents per pound. 
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2. Loan Rate for ELS Cotion. The loan 
rate for Strict Low Middling one-and- 
one-sixteenth-inch upland cotton 
(micronaire 3.5 through 4.9) has been 
determined to be 57.08 cents per pound. 
The possible range of the loan rate for 
ELS cotton is 99.89 to 128.43 cents per 
pound (75 percent to 125 percent in 
excess of the loan level in effect for 
upland cotton). Supplies of ELS cotton 
are considered to be adequate since 
stocks carried over into the 1982-83 
marketing year are projected at 85,000 
bales. Therefore, there is no need to 
increase the support rate above the 
statutory minimum to encourage 
production. 

Accordingly, it is determined that the 
loan rate for 1982-crop ELS cotton is 
99.89 cents per pound. 

3. Established (Target) Price. Based 
on the provisions of section 103(g)(3) of 
the Act, the 1982 established (target) 
price for upland cotton is determined to 
be 71.0 cents per pound, the statutory 
minimum. 

4. Acipage Reduction Program. In 
accordahice with section 103(g)(9)(A) of 
the Act, it is hereby determined that an 
acreage reduction program shall be in 
effect for the 1982 crop of upland cotton. 
The reduction shall be achieved by 
applying a uniform reduction of 15 
percent to the acreage base for each 
cotton-producing farm. An acreage 
reduction program is being established 
because it has been determined that the 
total supply of upland cotton will be 
excessive in the absence of a program. 

Producers who knowingly produce 
cotton in excess of the permitted 
acreage shall be ineligible for loans and 
payments with respect to that farm. A 
number of acres equal to 17.65 percent 
of the planted acres (not to exceed the 
acres permitted to be planted) must be 
devoted to approved conservation uses 
in accordance with regulations issued 
by the Secretary. It is hereby determined 
that, because an acreage reduction 
program has been established, the 
national program acreage, program 
allocation factor, and voluntary 
reduction provisions shall not be 
applicable to the 1982 crop of upland 
cotton. 

5. Land Diversion Program. It is 
hereby determined that no land 
diversion payments are necessary to 
assist in adjusting the total national 
acreage of upland cotton to desirable 
goals. 

6. Seed Cotton Loan Program. It is 
hereby determined that a recourse seed 
cotton loan program shall be available 
for both upland and ELS cotton. Seed 
cotton shall be converted to a lint basis 
for loan-making purposes and loan 
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levels with respect to such cotton will 


published later. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended (15 
U.S.C. 714 b and c); Secs. 101(f), 103{g), 401, 66 
Stat. 758, as amended, 95 Stat. 1234, 63 Stat. 
1054, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1441, 1444, 1421))} 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 8, 1982. 


{FR Doc. 82-16025 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


This proceeding has been assigned to 
Administrative Law Judge William A. 
Kane, Jr. Future communications should 
be addressed to him. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9, 1982. 
Elias C. 
Chief Administrative Law Judge. 
[FR Doc. 82~16087 Filed 6-14-82: 8:45 am} 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-titled proceeding will be held 
on June 18, 1982, at 10:00 a.m. (local 
time), in Room 1012, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., before 
Administrative Law Judge William A. 
Kane, Jr. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details of this 
proceeding, interested persons are 
referred to Board Order 82-5-128 
adopted May 24, 1982, and other 
documents which are in the docket of 
this pro on file in the Docket 
Section of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9, 1982. 
William A. Kane, Jr., 

Administrative Law Judge. 
[FR Doc. 82-16088 Pilad 6-14-82; &45 am} 


This proceeding has been assigned to 
Chief Administrative Law Judge Elias C. 
Rodriguez. Future communications 
should be addressed to him. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9, 1982. 
Elias C. Rodriguez, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge. 
{FR Doc. 82-16089 Filed 6-14-82: 8:45 am 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 


Oregon Advisory Committee, Agenda 
and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the Oregon Advisory 
Committee to the Commission will 
convene at 2:00 p.m. and will end at 5:00 
p.m. on July 1, 1982, at the Portland 
Hilton, 921 South West Sixth, Portland, 
Oregon, 97204. The purpose of this 
meeting will be to discuss program 
planning activities for the remaining 
period of Fiscal Year 1982 and for Fiscal 
Year 1983. . 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson, Thomas J. Sloan, 215 North 
West Orchard Drive, Portland, Oregon 
97229, (503) 627-8162 or the 
Northwestern Regional Office, $15 
Second Avenue, Room 2852, Seattle, 
Washington, 98174, (206) 442-1246. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., June 8, 1982. 
John I. Binkley, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-16019 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


and Revocation in Part of Antidumping 
Finding 

AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of final results of 
administrative review and revocation in 


part of antidumping finding. 


Summary: On February 27, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review and its tentative determination 
to revoke the anti finding on 
tapered roller bearings and certain 
components thereof from Japan with 
respect to NTN Toyo Bearing Co., Ltd. 
and NTN Bearing Corporation of 
America. 
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Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit oral or written 
comments, and a public hearing was 
conducted on May 11, 1981. The 
petitioner and the exporter provided 
comments at the hearing and during the 
comment period. As a result of our 
analysis of these comments we have 
made no changes in these final results 
from those contained in our preliminary 
results of review. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 15, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Linnea Bucher or John Kugelman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
(202-377-3601). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On August 18, 1974, a dumping finding 
with respect to tapered roller bearings 
and certain components thereof 
(“TRBs”) from Japan was published in 
the Federal Register as Treasury 
Decision 76-227 (41 FR 34974-5). On 
February 27, 1981, the Department of 
Commerce {“the Department”) 
published in the Federal Register the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review and tentative determination to 
revoke the finding with respect to NTN 
Toyo Bearing Co., Ltd. (“NTN”) and 
NTN Bearing Corporation of America 
("NBCA") (4 (46 FR 14371-2). The 
Department has now completed that 
administrative review with respect to 
NTN and NBCA. 

Scope of the Review 


The imports covered by the review, as 
clarified in the Federal Register on 
August 10, 1981 (46 FR 40550}, are 
tapered roller bearings, four inches or 
less in outside diameter when 
assembled, including inner race or cone 
assemblies and outer races or cups, 
exported to and sold in the United 
States either as a unit or separately. 
They are currently classifiable under 
items 680.3932, 680.3934, and 680.3938 of 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated {TSUSA). The review covers 
TRBs produced and sold by NTN and 
NBCA during the period April 1, 1978 
through November 14, 1979, the date the 
original tentative revocation for NTN 
and NBCA was published by the 
Treasury Department. 

Analysis of Comments 


(1) Comment: Claims for 
circumstances of sale adjustments to 
foreign market value must be based on 
specific proof of exact costs incurred in 
the sale of TRBs rather than on 
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allocation of costs based on sales 
volume. ° 

Position: Section 153.10 of the 
Customs Regulations provides that 
“reasonable allowances will be made” 
for differences in circumstances of sale 
which cause the seller to incur direct 
costs in connection with sales of the ° 
product in question. Where the claimant 
proves that it incurred selling costs but 
does not have precise product-related 
accounting records, the actual amount of 
the adjustment may be based on a 
reasonable allocation of selling costs. In 
the present review the circumstance of 
sale adjustments claimed by the 
manufacturer were verified to be 
reasonably allocated based on the 
expenses of the narrowest corporate 
accounting unit possible. 

(2) Comment: The Department's use of 
the ESP offset is contrary to the statute 
and must not be allowed as an 
adjustment to foreign market value. 

Position: We made adjustments for 
the ESP offset in accordance with 
§ 153.10 of the Customs Regulations. The 
offset is intended to permit an equitable 
adjustment to foreign market value 
where a comparable expense is required 
by section 204(3) of the Antidumping 
Act of 1921 (“the 1921 Act”) to be 
deducted from the exporter’s sales price. 
The ESP offset is a. longstanding 
practice. Congress in its amendments to 
the antidumping law in 1974 and 1979 
did not alter or bar the practice. 

(3) Comment: Both the petitioner and 
the respondent feel that the ITA 
incorretly computed the amount of the 
commissions to be deducted. In our 
calculations we reduced the exporter’s 


sales price only by the amount by which - 


the U.S. commission exceeded the home 
market common, rather than by the full 
amuont of the U.S. commission. The 
petitioner states that the statute requires 
deduction, only from the exporter's sales 
price, of the full amount of the 
commissions for selling the 
merchandise. 

The respondent's position is that, 
since commissions are a type of selling 
expense, when the U.S. commission 
exceeds the home market commission 
the Department should make an 
allowance for that difference under the 
ESP offset provision. 

Position: We have recalculated the 
ESP and foreign market value by 
deducting from each the total 
commission paid in each market. No 
further adjustment for commission, 
under the ESP offset provision, is 
appropriate. 

(4) Comment: The statutory definition 
of foreign marke value does not permit 
the deduction of transportation costs in 
calculating the home market price. 


Position: In making a fair and 
equitable comparison the Department 
believes it is necessary to reduce the 
United States price and foreign market 
value being compared to comparable 
terms. In its simplest form, the 
calculation will ordinarily be made by 
taking the ex-factory price for both the 
sale to the U.S. and for home 
comsumption. In adjusting foreign 
market value pursuant to section 202 of 
the 1921 Act for differences in 
circumstances of sale, to permit a fair 
value comparison on comparable terms, 
the Department followed a longstanding 
administrative practice with regard to 
inland freight. 

(5) Comment: The ITA should deduct 
NBCA's profit from U.S. prices. An 
exporter’s sales price that is overstated 
by inclusion of U.S. profits serves as a 
cushion against a finding of dumping. 
Substracting a related importer’s profits 
from the price at which the affiliate sells 
in the U.S. market is consistent with the 
intent and spirit of the ESP provision. 

Position: Deductions from the U.S. 
price are made pursuant to section 204 
of the 1921 Act. There is no statutory 
provision for a deduction from the ESP. 
of a U.S. subsidiary’s profit. 

(6) Comment: The petitioner contends 
that home are pricing and manufacturing 
data submitted by NTN market 
understated, as illustrated in documents 
submitted by the petitioner in a market 
research survey. The respondent 
contends that the petitioner's 
submission and market survey of 
December 13, 1979, are based on 
inaccurate information and should be 
disregarded. 

Position: The Department believes 
that NTN submitted accurate 
information, based on its verification of 
NTN documents in Japan. Submissions 
by the petitioner in the form of market 
research surveys were either refuted by 
verified NTN data or unsupported due to 
the petitioner's failure to provide 
adequate and detailed source data for 
its documents. Inaccuracies, such as 
incorrect NIN customer names and 
export and home market prices, 
contributed to our decision not to use 
the petitioner's market surveys in this 
review. 

(17) Comment: The Department's 
allowance of claims for adjustment to 
foreign market value is impermissible 
because the Department did not 
establish that any differences between 
the United States price and foreign 
market value were “wholly or partly due 
to” the alleged differences in 
circumstances of sale. Specifically, no 
proof was provided that expenses 
incurred for advertising, sales 
promotion, warranties, technical 
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‘services, warehousing, and 


transportation wholly or partly 
influenced sales prices of TRBs. 

Position: All adjustments were made 
in accordance with section 153.10(c) of 
the Customs Regulations, which states 
that in determining the amount of the 
reasonable allowances for any 
differences in circumstances of sale, the 
Department will be guided primarily by 
the cost of such differences to the seller. 
The regulation is valid and consistent 
with section 202 of the 1921 Act, which 
states that an allowance will be made 
for any price difference “wholly or 
partly due to” differences in 
circumstances of sale. We conclude that 
the differences in cost generally are 
reflected in and a reasonable measure of 
the differences in price. The law does 
not require specific proof or 
quantification of the cost/price 
relationship for each circumstance-of- 
sale adjustment during the period of 
review. 

(8) Comment: No adjustment should 
be made for physical differences 
between the TRBs sold in Japan and in 
the U.S. because the record does not 
establish that the amount of any price 
differential is “wholly or partly due to” 
differences in cost of production of the 
comparable merchandise sold in each 
market. In addition, the petitioner 
claimed that most inch-size bearings 
sold in the U.S. are also sold in Japan. 

Position: All adjustments were made 
in accordance with section 153.11 of the 
Customs Regulations, which states that, 
in making allowances for differences in 
the physical characteristics of the 
merchandise in the markets being 
compared, the Department will be 
guided primarily by differences in the 
cost of production. The regulation is 
valid and consistent with section 202 of 
the 1921 Act, which states that an 
allowance will be made for any price 
differences “wholly or partly due to” 
differences in physical characteristcs. 
We conclude that differences in cost of 
production generally result in and are a 
reasonable measure of differences in 
price. The law does not require specific 
proof and quantification of the cost/ 
price relationship for each product. As 
for sales of inch-size bearings, the 
record indicates that they are not sold in 
the home market as claimed by the 
petitioner. Although inch-size bearings 
are listed in a catalogue, it does not 
necessarily follow that the inch-size 
bearings were sold or offered for sale in 
the home market. There is no evidence 
of such sales. 

(9) Comment: The petitioner contends 
that the authority to use appraisement 
instructions (“master lists”) issued prior 
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to January 1, 1980, to liquidate entries 
unliquidated before that date, lapsed on 
that date (the effective date of the Trade 
Agreements Act of 1979 (“the Act”)). 
Therefore, the Department must conduct 
a review under section 751 covering all 
entries unliquidated as of January 1, 
1980, and thereafter. 

Position: All unliquidated entries 
which are not subject to appraisement 
instructions (“master lists”) issued prior 
to January 1, 1980, are subject to the 
administrative review provisions of the 
Act. The issue concerning unliquidated 
entries which are the subject of master 
~ lists issued prior to January 1, 1980, is 
currently under review by the 
Department. We are continuing 
suspension of liquidation of such entries 
pending a decision as to whether such 
entries must be the subject of a section 
751 review. 

(10) Comment: The respondent 
contends that the Commerce 
Department should not have conducted 
this administrative review. It claims that 
the underlying determination is contrary 
to law and is unsupported by 
substantial facts of record, because 
Treasury erred in failing to exclude NTN 
from the original finding and because 
the Departments of Treasury and 
Commerce and the International Trade 
Commission (“ITC”) improperly 
expanded the scope of the case to 
include products not complained of in 
the original petition. It also claims that 
the finding is erroneous because it is not 
based on a lawful determination by the 
ITC. 

Position: The respondent is estopped 
from making these arguments at this 
time, inasmuch as it failed to pursue the 
remedy that was available to it prior to 
1980. Section 751 of the Tariff Act limits 
the &dministrative review of dumping 
findings to a determination of the 
antidumping duties due, if any, for the 
period under review. Moreover, section 
201(c)(1) of the 1921 Act gave the 
Secretary of the Treasury authority to 
define the class or kind of merchandise 
to be investigated. 

(11) Comment: By applying the 
administrative review provisions of 
section 751 to merchandise entered prior 
to January 1, 1980, the effective date of 
Title VII of the Tariff Act, the 
Department is denying the respondent 
certain substantive rights which vested 
at the time of entry. These rights include 
the right to file a protest under section 
514 of the Tariff Act as it existed prior to 
January 1, 1980, and the right to trial de 
novo of an administrative denial of such 
a protest. In abrogating these rights, the 
Department violated the due process 
clause of the Fifth Amendment. 


Position: The Act preserves the 
respondent's right to administrative and 
judicial review of the determination of 
the amount, if any, of dumping duties 
due on merchandise entered prior to 
January 1, 1980. The Act merely changes 
the procedures for implementing the 
importer’s right of review for entries not 
covered by master lists issued prior to 
January 1, 1980 (section 106(a) of Title I 
and section 1002(b) of Title X of the Act 
noted). Therefore, the Department has 
denied the respondent neither its 
substantive rights nor its right to due 
process. 


Final Results of the Review 


Based on our analysis of comments 
received the Department has made no 
changes in its tentative determination to 
revoke the antidumping finding on 
tapered roller bearings and certain 
components thereof from Japan with 
respect to NTN and NBCA. We 
therefore determine that there was no 
sales at less than fair value during the 
period April 1, 1978 through November 
14, 1979. 

Determination 

As a result of this review the 
Department revokes the antidumping 
finding on tapered roller bearings, four 
inches or less in outside diameter when 
assembled, including inner race or cone 
assemblies and outer races or cups, 
exported to and sold in the United 
States either as a unit or separately, 
from Japan, produced and sold by NTN 
Tokyo Bearing Co., Ltd. and NTN 
Bearing Corporation of America. 

This revocation applies to all entries 
of this merchandise entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after November 14, 
1979. Since all sales by NTN between 
April 1, 1978 and November 14, 1979, 
were made at not less than fair value, 
the Department shall instruct the 
Customs Service to liquidate all entries 
in that period without regard to dumping 
duties. The Department will issue 


.appraisement instructions directly to the 


Customs Service. . 

This administrative review, 
revocation, and notice are in accordartce 
with sections 751(a)(1) and (c) of the 
Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1), (c)) and 
§§ 353.53 and 353.54(e) of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53, 353.54(e)). 

Gary N. Horlick, © 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 
June 10, 1982. 
[FR Doc. 8216108 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


South Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council; Public Meeting 

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA; Commerce. 

SUMMARY: The South Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council, established by 
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Pub. L. 94-265), will meet to discuss the 
fiscal year 1983 budget; law enforcement 
actions; Swordfish, Shrimp, Calico 
Scallop, Bluefish and Snapper-Grouper 
Fishery Management Plans, as well as 
other Council business as appropriate. 


DATES: The public meeting will convene 
on Monday, June 21, 1982, at 
approximately 9 a.m., and will adjourn 
on Thursday, June 24, 1982, at 
approximately noon. 


ApDpRESS: The meeting will take place at 
the Blockade Runner Hotel, Wrightsville 
Beach, North Carolina. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
South Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council, One Southparck Circle—Suite 
306, Charleston, South Carolina 29407, 
Telephone: (803) 571-4366. 


Dated: June 10, 1982. 
Jack L. Falls, 
Chief, Administrative Support Staff, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-16110 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


Office of the Secretary 
{BT-353] 


Financial Disclosure Reports 


By notice in the Federal Register of 
May 15, 1979 (44 FR 28395) (amended by 
notice at 44 FR 38953, July 3, 1979), the 
Department published its procedures for 

examining and obtaining copies of 
financial disclosure reports filed . 
pursuant to title II of the Ethics in 
Government Act of 1978. The 
Department has changed the location of 
the filed reports, and, therefore, the 
following changes are made to its 
published procedures regarding public 
inspection of those reports: 

1. Paragraph 3(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

(a) Copies of the financial disclosure 
reports filed by officers and employees of the 
Department of Commerce under title II of the 
Act, together with the relevant official 
position descriptions, will be available for 
public inspection in the Office of the 
Assistant General Counsel for 
Administration (hereinafter, “the Office”), 
Room 5883, Department of Commerce, 14th 
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Street between Constitution Avenue and E 
Street, N.W., Wa D.C. 20230. The 
Office is open to the public for this purpose 
Monday through Friday of each week, except 
on official holidays of the United States 
Government, between the hours of 9:00 a.m. 
and 4:30 p.m. The telephone number of the 
Office is (202) 377-5307. 

2. In paragraphs 3(b), 4{a), and 4(b), 
the word “Office” is substituted for the 
word “Facility.” 

Dated: June 7, 1962. 

Marilyn G. Wagner, 

Assistant General Counsel for 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-16017 Filed 6-14-88; &46 ara} 
BILLING CODE 3510-BW+8 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Department of the Army 


Privacy Act of 1974; Amendment of a 
Notice for a System of Records 


AGENCY: Department of the Army, DOD. 
ACTION: Amendment of a notice for a 
system of records. 


SUMMARY: The Department of the Army 
proposes to amend the routine uses for 
Army system of records 
A0305.10aDACA entitled: “Joint Uniform 
Military Pay System—Active Army” to 
indicate certain limited information 
concerning some Army allottees will be 
provided the City of New York in 
connection with a matching program to 
detect and curtail fraud and abuse in 
Federal Assistance Programs. 

DATES: This new routine use will be 
effective July 12, 1982 unless comments 
are received which result in a contrary 
determination. 

ADDRESSES: Send any comments to: 
Assistant Comptroller of the Army, 
ATTN: DACA-FAF-M, Indianapolis, IN 
46249. - 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mrs. Frances Monforte, telephone: AV 
699-2144 or commercial (317) 542-2144. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to paragraph 5.c.(2) of the Office of 
Management and Budget Revised 

_ Guidance for Conducting Computerized 
Matching Program (47 FR 21656, May 19, 
1982) the Army is establishing this 
routine use specifically for this matching 
program. The only information that the 
Army will disclose to the City of New 
York will be the names and addresses of 
allottees whose zip codes are within 
New York City and whose names 
appear on the list of Food Stamp and 
Aid to Families with Dependent children 
recipients furnished by the city. The City 
will not be given access to the entire 


allotment files but only to the names 
and addresses of the allottees and the 
amount of the allotment. 

Also the City will not discontinue or 
adjust any benefit based solely on the 
data provided by the Army, but will 
investigate to include an interview of 
the recipient prior to taking any such 
actions. The new routine use while for 
an unspecified duration will be 
reviewed at least annually. 

A notice of the Matching Program to 
include a matching program report will 
be forwarded as required by paragraph 
5.f of the OMB Revised Guidelines. 
June 9, 1962. 

M. S. Healy, 
OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 


Changes 
A0305.10aDACA 
System name: 


Joint Uniform Military Pay System— 
Active Army. 


Routine uses of records maintained in 
the system including categories of users 
and purposes of such uses: 


At the end of the current entry add: 

“City of New York: Department of 
Income Maintenance: Name and address 
of allottees whose ZIP Codes are in New 
York City and dollar amount of 
allotments for the purpose of detecting 
and curtailing fraud and abuse in 
Federal Assistance Programs, 
specifically Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children and Food Stamps.” 


A0305.10aDACA 


SYSTEM NAME: 
Joint Uniform Military Pay System— 
Active Army. 


* o * * . 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USER 
AND PURPOSE OF SUCH USES: 

USAFAC—Purpose is to provide a 
basis for establishment of computation 
of each active member's military pay 
entitlement, to provide a history of pay 
transactions. This information is also 
used to provide necessary data to the 
Treasury Department, the Social 
Security Administration, the U.S. Army 
Military Personnel Center, the Veterans 
Administration, those states and cities 
which have an agreement with the 
Department of the Army to receive 
taxable earnings information, the 
American Red Cross and the 
Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare. 

Treasury Department—To record 
check and bond issue data and to record 
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taxable earnings and taxes withheld 
from military personnel. 

Social Security Administration: To 
record earned wages by member under 
the Federal Insurance Contributions Act 
(FICA). 

US Army Military Personnel Center 
(MILPERCEN): To compare military 
personnel identification with the Social 
Security Administration for purpose of 
correction and to compare and correet 
common data elements with USAFAC. 

Veterans Administration: To record 
the collection of premiums for National 
Service Life Insurance and to transfer 
contributions to Post-Vietnam Era 
Veterans Education Account. 

States and Cities: To verify tax 
liability against members’ state and city 
income tax returns. 

American Red Cross: To assist 
military personnel and their dependents 
in determining the status of monthly 
pay, dependents allotments, loans, and 


_ related financial transactions. 


Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare: Disclose the name, rank and 


- social security account number of each 


member of the Armed Services on active 
duty to the Inspector General of that 
Department only for comparison with 
appropriate rolls reflecting recipients of 
Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children (AFDC). 

City of New York: Department of 
Income Maintenance: Name and address 
of allottees whose ZIP Codes are in New 
York City and dollar amount of 
allotments for the purpose of detecting 
and curtailing fraud and abuse in 
Federal Assistance Programs, 
specifically Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children and Food Stamps. 

* * * + 
[FR Doc. 62-16040 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 


Office of the Secretary 


Defense intelligence Agency Advisory 
Committee; Closed Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of 
Subsection (d) of Section 10 of Pub. L. 
92-463, as amended by Section 5 of Pub. 
L. 94-409, notice is hereby given that a 
closed meeting of a Panel of the DIA 
Advisory Committee has been . 
rescheduled from July 1, as follows: 

Wednesday, July 14, 1982, Plaza West, 
Rosslyn, Virginia. The entire meeting, 
commencing at 9:00 a.m. is devoted to 
the discussion of classified information 
as defined in Section 552b{c)(1), Title 5 
of the U.S. Code and therefore will be 
closed to the public. Subject matter will 
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be used in a special study on the REIS 
program. 

June 10, 1982. 

M. S. Healy, 

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 82-16097 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Defense Intelligence Agency Advisory 
Committee; Closed Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of 
Subsection (d) of Section 10 of Pub. L. 
92-463, as amended by Section 5 of Pub. 
L. 94-409, notice is hereby given that a 
closed meeting of a panel of the DIA 
Advisory Committee has been 
scheduled as follows: 

Tuesday, July 13, 1982, Plaza West, 
Rosslyn, Virginia. The entire meeting, 
commencing at 9:00 am is devoted to the 
discussion of classified information as 
defined in Section 552b(c)(1), Title 5 of 
the U.S. Code and therefore will be 
closed to the public. Subject matter will 
be used in a special study on the 
Department of Defense Intelligence 
Information System. 


OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 8216096 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education; Meeting 


AGENCY: National Advisory Council on 
Indian Education, 


ACTION: Amendment to meeting. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given to 
amend a notice concerning a Legislative, 
Rules and Regulations Committee and 
Executive Committee meeting of the 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education. The meeting was scheduled 
for June 16-18, 1982, in Tempe, Arizona, 
for the purpose of reviewing the Indian 
Education Act Rules and Regulations, 
legislative analysis of Pub. L. 92-318, the 
Indian Education Act of 1972, with 
regard to proposed legislative changes 
in the Act at the time of Reauthorization 
and discuss strategies for introduction of 
a bill to reauthorize Pub. L. 92-318. The 
meeting has been rescheduled for July 6- 
8, 1982, at the same location and time. 
The original notice was published in the 
Federal Register on May 27, 1982, page 
23197, Vol. 47, No. 103. 


Dated: June 9, 1982. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. 
Michael P. Doss, 
Executive Director, National Advisory 
Council on Indian Education 
[FR Doc. 82~16073 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-m 


Office of Postsecondary Education 


Publication of Approved Systems of 
Need Analysis for the National Direct 
Student Loan; College Work-Study; 
Supplemental Educational Opportunity 
Grant Programs 


AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary 
Education, Ed. 


ACTION: Notice of approved systems of 
need analysis for academic year 


1981-83. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary of Education 


announces approved need analysis 
systems that institutions of higher 
education must use in making awards to 
students during academc year 1982-83 
under the National Direct Student Loan, 
College Work-Study, and Supplemental 
Educational Opportunity Grant 
Programs. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paula M. Husselmann, Division of Policy 
and Program Development, Office of 
Student Financial Assistance, 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue, S.W., Washington, DC 20202- 
3454, Telephone (202) 245-9720. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
General 


The Secretary is approving separate 
systems of need analysis under the 
authority of Section 124(3) of the third 
continuing resolution for Fiscal Year 
1982, Pub. L. 97-92, and Pub. L. 97-161, 
the fourth continuing resolution for 
Fiscal Year 1982. The systems listed 
below meet the criteria for approval 
published on April 23, 1982 in the 
Federal Register in the Notice of 
publication of sample cases and the 
expected parental contributions for the 
approval of need analysis systems (47 
FR 17612-17613) or are preapproved 
systems (34 CFR Parts 674, 675, 676). The 
following systems are approved for use 
in academic year 1982-83 under the 
National Direct Student Loan, College 
Work-Study, and Supplemental 
Educational Opportunity Grant 
Programs: 

1. Academic Computing Systems 
Financial Aid Management System 
(FAMS), Dallas, Texas 

2. The American College Testing 
Program, Iowa City, Iowa 
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3. The College Scholarship Service— 
ere Board, New York, New 
Yor 


4. Compugrant, Incorporated, Hiram, 
Ohio 


5. G. E. White Needs Analysis System, 
Lake Forest, Illinois 

6. Family Contribution (FC) printed on 
the Student Aid Report, United States 
Department of Education 

7. The method of calculating student 
aid indices used in the Pell Grant 
Program (34 CFR 690), United States 
Department of Education 

8. Financial Analysis Service, Hiram, 
Ohio 

9. Functional Solutions, Incorporated, 
Utica, New York 

10. The Graduate and Professional 
School Financial Aid Service 
(GAPSFAS), Princeton, New Jersey 

11. The Income Tax System 
(dependent students only), United States 
Department of Education 

12. M-Data, Incorporated, Cedar 
Springs, Michigan 

13. Miller Computing Corporation 
Student Financial Aid System, Phoenix, 
Arizona 

14. Pennsylvania Higher Education 
Assistance Agency, Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania 

15. Proprietary Systems, Incorporated, 
Denver, Colorado ‘ 

16. SAFE System—Information and 
Communications, Incorporated, 
Burbank, California 

17. Student Aid Management (SAM) 
System—Systems Research, 
Incorporated, Washington, District of 
Columbia. 


Dated June 10, 1982. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.038, National Direct Student Loan 
Program; 84.033, College Work-Study 
Program; and 84.007, Supplemental 
Educational Opportunity Grant Program) 
Thomas P. Melady, 
Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education. 
[FR Doc. 82~16061 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Bonneville Power Administration 


intent To Revise Customer Service 
Policy; Request for Recommendations 


AGENCY: Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA), DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of intent to revise 
customer service policy and request for 
recommendations and suggestions. File 
Number: CSP-1. 





- 
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SUMMARY: Under the Bonneville Project 
Act of 1937 and subsequent legislation, 
the Bonneville Power Administration is 
responsible for marketing power from 
Federal dams in the Pacific Northwest. 
The agency also acquires power from 
the sources to serve loads imposed on it 
under the Pacific Northwest Electric 
Power Planning and Conservation Act of 
1980 (Regional Act). BPA must assure 
the widest possible diversified and 
efficient use of the electricity it markets. 

In fulfillment of its responsibilities, 
BPA has provided a stable and reliable 
system for transmission of bulk power 
from Northwest generating facilities to 
the utilities and other customers which 
buy power from BPA. 

BPA's Customer Service Policy 
defines the divisions of responsibility 
between BPA and its customers for 
provision of substations and other 
facilities linking BPA’s transmission 
system with the distribution systems or 
other-facilities of BPA’s customers. 

BPA is now in the initial stages of 
updating its Customer Service Policy to 
reflect current conditions including 
provisions of the Regional Act. Various 
issues which BPA plans to address in its 
Customer Service Policy have been 
identified. At this time, BPA is seeking 
suggestions, advice, and 
recommendations from interested 
persons which can be used to assist in 
the development of the proposed policy. 

Responsible Official: Wayne Lee, 
Chief, Branch of Contract Management, 
is the official responsible for 
development of the Customer Service 
Policy. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Suggestions and 
recommendations concerning the 
development of the proposed policy will 
be accepted through November 20, 1962. 
All documents should be designated 
with the file number CSP-1. 
ADDRESSES: Persons who wish to be 
kept informed of developments in this 
process and of scheduled public meeting 
should direct their request to Ms. Donna 
L. Geiger, Public Involvement 
Coordinator, P.O. Box 12999, Portland, 
Oregon 97212. Suggestions and 
recommendations should also be sent to 
this address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Donna L. Gieger, Public Involvement 
Coordinator, P.O. 12999, Portland, 
Oregon 97212, 503-230-3478. Oregon 
callers may use the toll-free number 
800-452-8429; callers in California, 
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Utah, 
Wyoming, and Washington may use 
800-547-6048. 

Mr. George Gwinnutt, Lower 
Columbia Area Manager, Suite 288, 1500 


Plaza Building, 1500 NE. Irving Street, 
Portland, Oregon 97208, 503-230-4551. 

Mr. Ladd Sutton, Eugene District 
Manager, Room 206, 211 East Seventh 
Street, Eugeue, Oregon 97401, 503-345- 
0311. 

Mr. Ronald H. Wilkerson, Upper 
Columbia Area Manager, Room 561, 
West 920 Riverside Avenue, Spokane, 
Washington 99201, 509-456-2518. 

Mr. Gordon H. Brandenburger, 
Kalispell District Manager, P.O. Box 758, 
Kalispell, Montana 59901, 406-755-6202. 

Mr. Ronald K. Rodewald, Wenatchee 
District Manager, P.O. Box 741, 
Wenatchee, Washington 98801, 509-662- 
4377, extension 379. 

Mr. Richard D. Casad, Puget Sound 
Area Manager, 415 First Avenue North, 
Room 250, Seattle, Washington 98109, 
206-442-4130. 

Mr. Tom Wagenhoffer, Snake River 
Area Manager, West 101 Poplar, Walla 
Walla, Washington 99362, 509-525-5500, 
extension 701. 

Mr. Robert N. Laffel, Idaho Falls 
District Manager, 531 Lomax Street, 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401, 208-523-2706. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) 
Customer Service Policy contains BPA’s 
guidelines for establishing various 
service arrangements and construction 
responsibilities for sale and 
transmission of power to its customers. 
BPA's present Customer Service Policy, 
which was last revised in 1976, does not 
address many existing conditions 
including new responsibilities added by 
the Regional Act. BPA is now in the 
initial stages of identifying issues that 
must be addressed in an updated 
Customer Service Policy. The issues 
identified to date are described below. 


1. What services should BPA provide 
to preference customers under its 
Customer Service Policy? 

2. Should BPA and its customers 
conform to the same one-utility planning 
standards in, for example, conductor 
economics, reliability, transmission and 
distribution loss evaluations, and long- 
range planning? 

3. What planning criteria should be 
established for scheduling installation of 
additional facilities? 

4. What factors should be considered 
in determining the separation between 
BPA’s transmission responsibility and 
the customer's distribution 
responsibility? 

5. Under what circumstances should 
BPA lease facilities to serve its 
customers? 

6. What customer service and 
facilities should BPA provide regarding 
the integration of small resources? 
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7. What customer services and 
facilities should BPA provide for serving 
loads from non-Federal generating 
plants? 

8. What customer services and 
facilities should BPA provide for 
Investor-Owned Utilities, Federal 
Agencies, and Direct-Service Industries? 


Note.—The Customer Service Policy will 
not include issues related to high-voltage 
power transmission, wheeling, or integration 
of generation when that generation is not 
acquired by BPA. These issues are dealt with 
in BPA’s Transmission Policy (Tr-1) and 
Resource Services to Customers Policy, 
which are now undergoing separate 
development. 


BPA is seeking recommendations and 
suggestions for its proposed Customer 
Service Policy now during the earliest 
planning stages of the policy 
development effort. All interested 
persons are encouraged to submit 
comments on the listed issues. 
Suggestions which will be useful in 
targeting any additional areas of 
concern are also welcome. 

BPA plans to schedule informal 
workshops throughout the region to 
meet with its customers and other 
interested persons who wish to 
participate in comprehensive 
discussions of what should be in the 
proposed policy. Workshop schedules 
will be furnished on request. 

When the proposed policy is 
announced, BPA will hold information 
and comment forums to receive public 
comment on the proposal and will 
receive written comments. BPA's 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) documentation on the proposed 
Customer Service Policy will also be 
available for public review and 
comment. The final Customer Service 
Policy will be determined based on 
consideration of all suggestions, 
recommendations, and comments 
received from BPA’s customers and 
other interested persons. It is scheduled 
for completion in fall 1983. 

Issued in Portland, Oregon. 

Dated: June 7, 1982. 

Earl Gjelde, 

Acting Administrator. 

[FR Doc 82-1609 Filed 6-14-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Economic Regulatory Administration 


[Docket No. ERA-FC-82-016; OFC Case No. 
56372-9107-20-24] 


Procter & Gamble Paper Products Co.; 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 
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ACTION: Notice of Acceptance of petition 
for exemption and availability of 
certification by Procter & Gamble Paper 
Products Company 


SUMMARY: On May 5, 1982, The Procter 
& Gamble Paper Products Company 
(P&G), filed a petition with the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA) of the 
Department of Energy (DOE) requesting 
a permanent cogenerafion exemption for 
an electric powerplant from the ~ 
prohibitions of Title II of the Powerplant 
and Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 (42 
U.S.C. 8301 et seg.) (“FUA” or “the 
Act”). Title I of FUA prohibits the use 
of petroleum and natural gas as a 
primary energy source in new 
powerplants and certain new major fuel 
burning installations (MFBIs). Final 
rules setting forth criteria and 
procedures for petitioning for 
exemptions from the prohibitions of 
Title II of FUA were published in the 
Federal Register at 46 FR 59872 
(December 7, 1981) (“final rules”). _ 
Eligibility and evidentiary requirements 
governing the cogeneration exemption 
are contained in § 503.37 of the final 
rules. 

The powerplant for which the petition 
was filed is a 19,876KW combined cycle 
cogeneration facility capable of using 
natural gas or No. 2 distillate oil, and 
designed to produce electricity, process 
heat, and steam at P&G’s Oxnard, 
California, papermaking facility. It is 
expected that more than fifty percent of 
the net annual electric power generation 
of P&G's turbine generator will be sold 
to Southern California Edison Company 
(SCE), making the cogeneration facility 
an electric powerplant pursuant to 
§ 500.2 of the final rules. 

ERA has determined that the petition 
appears to include sufficient evidence to 
support an ERA determination, and is 
therefore accepted pursuant to § 501.3 of 
the final rules. A review of the petition 
is provided in the SUPPLEMENTAL 
INFORMATION section below. 

As provided for in sections 701 (c) and 
(d) of FUA and §§ 501.31 and 501.33 of 
the final rules, interested persons are 
invited to submit written comments in 
regard to this petition and any 
interested person may submit a written 
request that ERA convene a public 
hearing. 

The public file containing a copy of 
this Notice of Acceptance and ~ 
Availability of Certification as well as 
other documents and supporting 
materials on this proceeding are 
available upon request through DOE, 
Freedom of Information Reading Room, 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW., Room 
1E-190, Washington, D.C. 20585, 


Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 


p.m. 

ERA will issue a final order granting 
or denying the petition for exemption 
from the prohibitions of the Act within 
six months after the end of the period 
for public comment and hearing, unless 
ERA extends such period. Notice of any 
such extension, together with a 
statement of reasons therefor, would be 
published in the Federal Register. 

DATE: Written comments are due on or 
before July 30, 1982. A request for a 
public hearing must be made within this 
same 45-day period. 

ADDRESS: Fifteen copies of written 
comments or a request for a public 
hearing shall be submitted to: Case 
Control Unit, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Room GA-093, Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20585. 

Docket No. ERA-FC-82-016 should be 
printed on the outside of the envelope 
and the document contained therein. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ellen Russell, Office of Fuels Programs, 

Economic Regulatory Administration, 

1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 

Room GA-093, Washington, D.C. 

20585, Phone (202) 252-2201 
Allan Stein, Esq., Office of the General 

Counsel, Department of Energy, 

Forrestal Building, Room 6B-178, 1000 

Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20585, Phone (202) 

252-2967 
Jack Vanderberg, Office of Public 

Information, Department of Energy, 

12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, Room 

7120, Washington, D.C. 20461, Phone 

(202) 633-8755 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
March, 1982, P&G completed and 
commenced operating, at its Oxnard 
paper products facility, a General 
Electric Model LM 2500 gas turbine 
congeneration unit which (1) generates 
electrical power for P&G's needs, plus 
an excess for sale, and (2) utilizes the 
heat exhausted from the turbine for 
direct-contact drying of P&G’s paper 
products. A heat recovery boiler which 
utilizes exhaust heat from the turbine, 
not required by the drying process, has 
also been installed to meet P&G's steam 
needs. The heat recovery boiler has no 
supplemental firing capability. 

As planned, P&G's foregoing 
congeneration facility would utilize in 
excess of 50 percent of its new annual 
electric generation, selling the remainder 
to SCE. Since the facility would not then 
be selling in excess of 50 percent of its 
new annual electric power generation, it 
would be defined under FUA as a non- 
boiler MFBI, not currently subject to the 
fuel use restrictions under the final 


s 
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rules. P&G has now determined, 
however, that its own needs for electric 
power are less than it had initially 
anticipated. P&G accordingly wished to 
sell more than half of the 19,876KW 
output of the unit to SCE. The sale of in 
excess of 50 percent of the facility’s net 
annual electric power generation would 
cause it to be classified as an electric 
powerplant under FUA, subject to the 
Title I prohibitions against the use of 
petroleum or natural gas as a primary 
energy source in any new electric 
powerplant. 

Section 212(c) of the Act and § 503.37 
of the final rules provide for a 
permanent congeneration exemption 
from the prohibitions of Title II of FUA. 
In accordance with the requirements of 
§ 503.37({a)}(1) of the final rules, P&G has 
certified that: 

1. The oil or gas to be consumed by 
the congeneration facility will be less 
than that which would otherwise be 
consumed in the absence of the 
congeneration facility, where the 
calculation of savings is in accordance 
with § 503.37(b) of the final rules; and 

2. The use of a mixture of petroleum 
and natural gas and an alternate in the 
cogeneration facility for which an 
exemption under § 503.38 of the final 
rules would be available, would not be 
economically or technically feasible. 

In accordance with the evidentiary 
requirements of § 503.37(c), P&G has 
also included as part of its petition: 

1. Exhibits containing the basis for the 
certifications described above; and 

2. An environmental impact analysis, 
as required under § 503.13 of the final 
rules. 

The acceptance of the petition by ERA 
does not constitute a determination that 
P&G is entitled to the exemption 
requested. That determination will be 
based on the entire record of these 
proceedings, including any comments 
received during the public comment 
period provided for in this notice. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June 4, 1982. 
James W. Workman, 

Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-18065 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. ERA-FC-79-005; FC Case No. 
6 1004-90 18-05-11] 


Air Products & Chemicais, Inc.; 
Proposed Rescission of Order 
AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice and Proposed Rescission 
of Order Granting a Temporary 
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Synthetic Fuel Exemption to Air 
Products and Chemicals, Inc., for its 
Boiler Installed at its Calvert City, 
Kentucky, Facility. 


On September 29, 1981, the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA) issued 
an Order granting a temporary 
exemption to Air Products and 
Chemicals, Inc. (Air Products) to permit 
the use of petroleum and natural gas for 
five years in a new packaged boiler at 
its Calvert City, Kentucky, facility based 
upon the future use of synthetic fuel. 
The Order, published in the Federal 
Register on October 7, 1981, at 46 FR 
49636, exempts the unit from the 
prohibitions of section 202 of the 
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 8301 et seg. (FUA or 
the Act), which prohibits the use of 
natural gas or petroleum as a primary 
energy source by certain new major 
fuel-burning installations. 

ERA granted the temporary exemption 
to Air Products for a new boiler having a 
design heat input rate of 86 million Btu's 
per hour, under § 500.5{b)(1) of the final 
rules which were in effect at that time 
(45 FR 38276, June 6, 1980). The boiler 
was subject to the final rules by reason 
of the required aggregation, by heat 
input rating, of all boilers located on the 
same site of the new installation. 

By letter dated May 14, 1982, Air 
Products requested that ERA rescind the 
subject Order, stating that ERA’s 
revised final rules (46 FR 59872, 
December 7, 1981) no longer require that 
boilers be aggregated for determining 
whether a new unit is within the 
jurisdiction of FUA. Air Products 
specifically referenced the revised 
definition of “major fuel burning 
installation” (10 CFR 500.2) that, among 
other criteria, defines such a unit as 
having the design capability of 
consuming any fuel (or mixture thereof) 
at a fuel heat input rate of 100 million 
Btu’s per hour or greater. 

Based upon its review of Air Product's 
May 14, 1981, request and the record in 
this matter, ERA has commenced a 
proceeding to rescind the above 
described exemption Order. ERA agrees 
that the revision of its final rules that 
deletes the aggregation requirement for 
jurisdictional purposes forms a basis for 
rescinding this Order as provided in 10 
CFR 501.102(b)(3). 

This Notice and Proposed Rescission 
will serve as notice of ERA’s proposed 
action to the persons upon whom the ~° 
Order was served in the original 
proceedings. A person who was a party 
to the original proceedings culminating 
in the Order may file a written response 
to this Notice within 30 days of its 
publication in the Federal Register. If 


ERA receives no response, the proposed 
recission will become effective, without 
further action on the part of ERA, July 
15, 1982. 
appress: Al! comments should be 
addressed to Public Hearing 
Management, Docket No. ERA-FC-79- 
005, Department of Energy, Room 7146, 
12th Street and Pennsyivania Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., June 8, 1982. 
James W. Workman, 
Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-16066 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Husky Oil Co.; Action on Consent 
Order 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 


ACTION: Adoption of proposed consent 
order as final. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 


(DOE) hereby gives the Notice requested 
by 10 CFR 205.199] that it has adopted 
the Consent Order with Husky Oil 
Company (“Husky”), executed on 
January 5, 1982 and published for 
comment in 47 FR 10072 on March 9, 
1982, as a final order of DOE. The 
Consent Order resolves all issues of 
compliance with the DOE Petroleum and 
Allocation Regulations, with the 
exceptions set forth in the Consent 
Order, for the period August 19, 1973 
through January 28, 1981. To remedy any 
violations that may have occurred 
during this period, Husky has agreed to 
make payments totalling $2,000,000. 

As required by the regulation cited 
above, DOE received comments on the 
Consent Order for a period of not less 
than 30 days following publication of the 
Notice cited above. Seven comments 
were received by April 8, 1982, the 
thirtieth day following publication of the 
Notice of the Proposed Consent Order. 
An additional comment was received 
after that deadline. DOE has considered 
all comments, including that which was 
filed late and determined that the 
Consent Order should be made final 
without modification. The Consent 
Order became effective as a final Order 
of the DOE on May 26, 1982, upon actual 
notice to Husky. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leslie Wm. Adams, Deputy Solicitor, 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 
Department of Energy, 1200 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 3115, 
Washington, D.C. 20461, Phone: (202) 
633-9165. ; 
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Copies of the Consent Order may be 
received free of charge by written 
request to: Husky Consent Order 
Request, Office of Special Counsel, 
Department of Energy, Room 5109, 1200 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Copies may also be obtained in 
person at the same address or at the 
Freedom of Information Reading Room, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, S.W., Room 1E-190, 
Washington, D.C. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Consent Order 


On March 9, 1982, DOE published 
Notice in the Federal Register at page 
10072, announcing the execution of a 
Proposed Consent Order between Husky 
and DOE. In compliance with DOE 
Regulations, that Notice, and a Press 
Release issued on March 17, 1982, 
summarized the Consent Order and the 
facts behind it. The Notice and Press 
Release also gave instructions for 
obtaining copies of the Consent Order. 

The Consent Order can be 
summarized as follows: 

1. The Consent Order marks the 
conclusion of the Office of Special 
Counsel's (“OSC”) audit of Husky’s 
compliance with the Mandatory 
Petroleum Price and Allocation 
Regulations, including the Entitlements 
and Mandatory Oil Import Programs, for 
the period August 19, 1973 through 
January 27, 1981 (the audit period). With 
the exception of the matters excluded 
from the settlement in the Consent 
Order, this Consent Order resolves all 
administration and civil issues not 
previously resolved concerning the 
allocation and sale of covered petroleum 
products during the audit period. 

2. To resolve the issues raised by 
OSC’s audit of Husky and to remedy 
any violations that may have occurred 
during the audit, other than those 
specifically reserved to DOE by this 
Consent Order, Husky has agreed to 
make payments totalling $2,000,000 to 
the United States Department of Energy 
for later distribution. 

3. The Consent Order also provides 
details concerning the conclusion of the 
audit and procedures concerning 
enforcement of the provisions of the 
Consent Order. These matters include 
Husky’s obligation under DOE 
recordkeeping regulations and DOE’s 
obligation to maintain the 
confidentiality required by law of 
proprietary data received from Husky. 
The Consent Order also provides that 
Husky has waived its right to an . 
administrative or judicial review of the 
Consent Order. The Consent Order does 
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not constitute an admission by Husky or 
a finding by OSC of a violation of any 
federal petroleum price and allocation 
statutes or regulations. 


Comments Received 


As noted above, DOE received 
numerous comments on the proposed 
Husky Consent Order. Comments were 
submitted by the States of North 
Carolina, Vermont, Oregon, Maine and 
New York, the Petroenergy Corporation, 
the Transportation Group and the 
National Council of Farmer 
Cooperatives. 

DOE has considered all comments 
and determined that the Consent Order 
should be made final without 
modification. The significant points 
raised by the comments are discussed 
below. 

Several commentors apparently 
misconstrued the remedy set forth in the 
Consent Order as providing for the 
payment by Husky of $2,000,000 to the 
United States Treasury. Referencing the 
decision of the Temporary Emergency 
Court of Appeals in Citronelle-Mobile 
Gathering, Inc. v. Edwards, 669 F2d 717 
(Temp. Emer. Ct. Appl., 1982), the 
commentors opposed the Consent Order 
aserting that the Citronelle decision 
prohibited such a disposition. 

In Citronelle, the court found that 
where there was an adjudicated 
overcharge to identifiable purchasers, 
the Government was under an 
obligation to attempt to provide 
restitution to injured parties with 
monies obtained through the 
enforcement action. Although that case 
did not involve a Consent Order where 
there is no such adjudication or 
admission of overcharge, the 
commentors’ concern with the 
restitutionary character of the 
settlement is an area of legitimate 
inquiry. In this case, the negotiated 
remedy is fully consistent with the 
preferences of the Citrone//e court 
which favors the implementation of 
remedies designed to compensate 
identifiable parties directly injured by 
the overcharges in that the instant 
Consent Order authorizes the deposit 
and maintenance of settlement monies 
in an escrow account while DOE seeks 
to determine an appropriate disposition. 

Other commentors suggested various 
remedies including the implementation 
of a distribution plan similar to the one 
set forth in the Chevron Consent Order, 
46 FR 52221, October 26, 1981, which, in 
part, provided for payments to the 
States based on the volume of product 
sales by Chevron in those states and/or 
the initiation of Subpart V proceedings. 
. DOE appreciates the interest which 

these commentors have expressed as to 


DOE's ultimate disposition of the 
settlement payment. In formulating a 
distribution plan, DOE will consider all 
available administrative remedies 
including those suggested in the 
comments. No remedy has been 
foreclosed. 

Having considered all comments 
submitted, DOE has determined that the 
Proposed Consent Order with Husky 
should be made final without 
modification. This was accomplished by 
providing actual notice to Husky of this 
decision on May 26, 1982. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., June 8, 1982. 
Milton C. Lorenz, 

Special Counsel, Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 

{FR Doc. 82-16067 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-04 


San Joaquin Oil Co. and San Joaquin 
Refinery Co., inc.; Proposed Remedial 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Remedial 
Order to San Joaquin Oil Company and 
San Joaquin Refining Co., Inc., and 
Opportunity for Objection. 


Pursuant to 10 CFR 205.192{c), the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) of the Department of Energy 
(DOE) gives notice that a Proposed 
Remedial Order (PRO) was issued on 
June 4, 1982, to San Joaquin Oil 
Company (San Joaquin), 359 San Miguel, 
Suite 300-B, Newport Beach, California 
92660, and San Joaquin Refining Co., 
Inc., 359 San Miguel, Suite 204, Newport 
Beach, California 92660. Any aggrieved 
person may file a Notice of Objection to 
the Proposed Remedial Order in 
accordance with 10 CFR 205.193 on or 
before June 30, 1982. 

San Joaquin Oil Company was the 
owner and operator of a refinery located 
in Bakersfield, California, during the 
period from September 1973 through 
April 1975, which is the audit period of 
concern. In 1979, the refinery assets of 
San Joaquin Oil Company were 
purchased by San Joaquin Refining Co., 
Inc. As part of that agreement, San 
Joaquin Refining Co., Inc. agreed to 
assume any liability arising out of 
Department of Energy litigation 
concerning San Joaquin Oil Company. 

By this PRO, ERA sets forth proposed 
findings of fact and conclusions of law 
concerning San Joaquin’s pricing of 
refined petroleum products under the 
refiner price rules in 10 CFR part 212, 
Subpart E between September 1973 and 
April 1975. San Joaquin is alleged to 
have overcharged its general refinery 


products customers by more than 
$991,514 in violation of the Mandatory 
Petroleum Price Regulations. 

Specifically, San Joaquin is charged 
with (1) improperly revising its crude oil 
costs for the base month of May 1973 
and for other months by impermissibly 
prorating the proceeds from “sales” of 
fee-exempt oil import licenses rather 
than reporting these proceeds in the 
months in which the oil was imported 
under the licenses, (2) erring in its 
calculations of its increased crude oil 
costs, and (3) improperly computing its 
cost “recoveries.” As a remedy, San 
Joaquin would be directed to calculate 
the full amount of overcharges during 
the audit period, plus interest, and to 
refund those amounts to the customers 
who were overcharged. These customers 
are located principally in the southern 
portion of the San Joaquin Valley of 
California. 

Requests for copies of the Proposed 
Remedial Order, with confidential 
information deleted, should be directed 
to: Patrick J. O’Hern, Director, San 
Francisco Office, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, United States 
Department of Energy, 333 Market 
Street, Sixth Floor, San Francisco, 
California 94105. 

Aggrieved persons may object to this 
Proposed Remedial Order by filing a 
“Notice of Objection to the Proposed 
San Joaquin Remedial Order.” This 
notice must comply with the 
requirements of 10 CFR 205.193. To be 
considered, a Notice of Objection must 
be filled with: Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Department of Energy, 12th 
and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20461. 

_ The Notice must be filed, in duplicate, 
by 4:30 p.m. EDT on or before June 30, 
1982, or the first federal workday 
thereafter. In addition, a copy of the 
Notice of Objection must, on the same 
day as filed, be served on San Joaquin 
and on each of the following persons, 
pursuant to 10 CFR Section 205.193({c): 
Patrick J. O’Hern, Director, San 

Francisco Office, Economic 

Regulatory Administration, United 

States Department of Energy, 333 

Market Street, Sixth Floor, San 

Francisco, California 94105 
George Kielman, Deputy Solicitor, Office 

of Special Counsel, United States 

Department of Energy, 12th and 

Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 

Washington, D.C. 20461 

No data or information which is 
confidential shall be included in any 
Notice of Objection. 
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Issued in San Francisco, California on the 
4th day of June 1982. 
Patrick J. O’Hern, 
Director, San Francisco Office, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 
{FR Doc. 82-16064 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am]. 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M ~ 


Office of Energy Research 


Solar Panel Energy Research Advisory 
Board; Meeting , 


Notice is hereby given of the following 
meeting: 

Name: Solar Panel of the Energy Research 
Advisory Board (ERAB). ERAB is a 
Committee constituted under the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 
Stat. 770). 

Date and time: July 13 and 14, 1982, 9 a.m. to 5 

.m. 

Place: Coronado Club, Room 85, Kirtland Air 
Force Base, Albuquerque, NM 87185 

Contact: William Woodward, Energy 
Research Advisory Board, Department 
Building, ER-6, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585, Telephone: 
202/252-8933. 


Purpose of parent board: To advise 
the Department of Energy on the overall 
research and development conducted in 
DOE and to provide long-range guidance 
in these areas to the Department. 

Tentative agenda: Meet and discuss 
with solar technology and engineering 
and development community,.including 
individuals from universities, industry, 
and the National Laboratories. . 

Review draft of the Solar R&D Panel’s 
report. 

Public participation: The meeting is 
open to the public. Written statements 
may be filed with the Panel either before 
or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral 
statements pertaining to agenda items 
should contact the Energy Research 
Advisory Board at the address or 
telephone number listed above. 
Requests must be received five days 
prior to the meeting and reasonable 
provision will be made to include the 
presentation on the agenda. The 
Chairperson of the Panel is empowered 
to conduct the meeting in a fashion that 
will facilitate the orderly conduct of 
business. 

Transcripts: Available for public 
review and copying at the Freedom of 
Information Public Reading Room, 1E- 
190, Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW Washington, 
DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4 p.m. 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. 


Issued at Washington, DC, on June 10, 1982. 
J. Ronald Young, 
Director for Management, Office of Energy 
Research. 
[FR Doc 82-16071 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Multiprogram Lab Panel, Energy 
Research Advisory Board; Meeting 


Notice is hereby given of the following 
meeting: 


Name: Multiprogram Lab Panel of the Energy 
Research Advisory Board (ERAB). ERAB is 
a Committee constituted under the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 
Stat. 770). ; 

Date and time: 8-9 July, 1982, 9 a.m. to 4 p.m._ 

Place: Department of Energy, San Francisco 
Operations Office, Room 620, 1333 
Broadway, Oakland, California 94612 

Contact: Mary Gant, Energy Research 
Advisory Board, Department of Energy, 
Forrestal Building, ER-6, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20585, Telephone: 202/252-8933. 

Purpose of the parent board: To advise the 
Department of Energy on the overall 
research and development conducted in 
DOE and to provide long-range guidance in 
these areas to the Department. 

Tentative agenda: 

—Briefing on Jet Propulsion Laboratory 

—Discussion of Panel recommendations on 
DOE Multiprogram Laboratory issues for 
final report to Secretary of Energy. 

Public participation: The meeting is open to 
the public. Written statements may be filed 
with the Panel either before or after the 
meeting. Members of the public who wish 
to make oral statements pertaining to 
agenda items should contact the Energy 
Research Advisory Board at the address or 
telephone number listed above. Requests 
must be received five days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made to include the presentation on the 
agenda. The Chairperson of the Panel is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business. 

Transcripts: Available for public review and 
copying at the Freedom of Information 
Public Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C., between 8:30 a.m. and 4 
p.m. Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., on June 9, 1982. 
J. Ronald Young, 
Director for Management, Office of Energy 
Research. 
[FR Doc. 82-16035 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Solar Panel, Energy Research 
Advisory Board; Meeting 
Notice is hereby given of the following 
meeting: 
Name: Solar Panel of the Energy Research 
Advisory Board (ERAB). ERAB is a 
Committee constituted under the Federal 
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Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 
Stat. 770) 
Date and time: July 1 and 2, 1962, 9 a.m. to 5 


p.m. 

Place: Solar Energy Research Institute, 
Building 17, 1617 South Cole Boulevard, 
Denver West Office Complex, Golden, CO 
80401 

Contact: William Woodard, Energy Research 
Advisory Board, Department of Energy, 
Forrestal Building, ER-6, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
DC 20585, Telephone: 202/252-8933 

Purpose of the parent board: To advise the 
Department of Energy on the overall 
research and development conducted in 
DOE and to provide long-range guidance in 
these areas to the Department. 

Tentative agenda: 

—Meet and discuss basic and applied solar 
research with the National Laboratories, 
Universities, and Industry Communities; 


and 
—Review the first draft of the Solar R&D 
Panel's report. 

Public participation: The meeting is open to 
the public. Written statements may be filed 
with the Panel either before or after the 
meeting. Members of the public who wish 
to make oral statements pertaining to 
agenda items should contact the Energy 
Research Advisory Board at the address or 
telephone number listed above. Requests 
must be received five days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made to include the presentation on the 
agenda. The Chairperson of the Panel is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business. 

Transcripts: Available for public review and 
copying at the Freedom of Information 
Public Reading Room, 1E~190, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, 
Washington, DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4 
p.m. Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 

Issued at Washington, DC, on June 9, 1982. 

J. Ronald Young, 

Director for Management, Office of Energy 

Research, 

{FR Doc. 82-1604 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Hearings and Appeals Office 


issuance of Proposed Decisions and 
Orders; Office of Hearings and 
Appeals Period of April 5 Through 
April 30, 1982 


During the period of April 5 through 
April 30, 1982, the proposed decisions 
and orders summarized below were 
issued by the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals of the Department of Energy 
with regard to applications for 
exception. 

Under the procedural regulations that 
apply to exception proceedings (10 CFR 
Part 205, Subpart D), any person who 
will be aggrieved by the issuance of a 
proposed decision and order in final 
form may file a written notice of 
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objection within ten days of service. For 
purposes of the procedural regulations, 
the date of service of notice is deemed 
to be the date of publication of this 
Notice or the date an aggrieved person 
receives actual notice, whichever occurs 
first. 

The procedural regulations provide 
that an aggrieved party who fails to file 
a Notice of Objection within the time 
period specified in the regulations will 
be deemed to consent to the issuance of 
the proposed decision and order in final 
form. An aggrieved party who wishes to 
contest a determination made in a 
proposed decision and order must also 
file a detailed statement of objections 
within 30 days of the date of service of 
the proposed decision and order. In the 
statement of objections, the aggrieved 
party must specify each issue of fact or 
law that it intends to contest in any 
further proceeding involving the 
exception matter. 

Copies of the full text of these 
proposed decisions and orders are 
available in the Public Docket Room of 
the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Room 1111, New Post Office Building, 
12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20461, Monday 
through Friday, between the hours of 
1:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m., except federal 
holidays. 


Dated: June 9, 1982. 


George B. Breznay, 
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
Big Muddy Oil Processors, Inc., 4/28/82; 
BXE-1368 

Big Muddy Oil Processors, Inc. filed an 
Application for Exception from the provisions 
of 10 CFR Part 212, Subpart L. The exception 
request, if granted, would permit the firm to 
resell the crude oil that it reclaims at market 
price levels. On April 28, 1982, the DOE 
issued a Proposed Decision and Order that 
tentatively determined that exception relief 
should be granted in part. 


Metropolitan Fuels Co., 4/27/82; BEE-1353 
On August 20, 1980, Metropolitan Fuels 
Company (Metro) filed an Application for 
Exception in which it requested that it be 
relieved of the obligation to prepare and 
submit Form EIA-172 (“Sales Report of Fuel 
and Kerosene”). Metro contended that the 
Form duplicates information recorded in 
other forms the firm submits to the Energy 
Information Administration. In considering 
Metro's request, the DOE found that the 
forms which Metro submits are not redundant 
and that the firm had not shown that it would 
experience a serious hardship, gross inequity, 
or unfair distribution of burdens as a result of 
the reporting requirements..Accordingly, on 
April 27, 1982, the Department of Energy 
issued a Proposed Decision and Order which 


tentatively determined that the exception 
request be denied. 

[FR Doc. 62-16066 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-™ 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[OPTS 81011; TSH-FRL #2146-2] 


Toxic Substances Control Act 
Chemical Substances Inventory; 
Availability of Cumulative Supplement 
i 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of availability. 


summMARY: Cumulative Supplement II to 


EPA’s Toxic Substances Control Act 
Chemical Substances Initial Inventory 
will be published and become available 
in late May 1982. Cumulative 
Supplement II supersedes the 
Cumulative Supplement published in 
1980 and, when combined with the 
Initial Inventory published in May 1979, 
will constitute the TSCA Revised 
Inventory with a total of over 58,000 
chemical substances. Copies of the 
Cumulative Supplement Ii will be 
available through the Government 
Printing Office (GPO) in Washington, 
D.C. Microfiche will be available 
through National Technical Information 
Service (NTIS) in Springfield, VA. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas G. Bannerman, Acting Director, 
Industry Assistance Office (TS-799). 
Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-511, 401 M St., SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460. Toll free: (800-424.9065), in 
Washington, D.C.: (554.1404), Outside 
the USA: (Operator-202-554-1404). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Availability of Cumulative 
Supplement II 


EPA in the past supplied each 
Inventory submitter with a free copy of 
each edition of the printed Inventory. 
The Agency will not, however, furnish 
free copies of Cumulative Supplement II. 
GPO is now taking pre-publication 
orders for the Cumulative Supplement IL. 
Firms wanting to purchase a copy of 
Cumulative Supplement II should 
contact GPO at the address given below. 

Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20460, Order Desk: 
(202-783-3238). 

Requests for copies of Cumulative 
Supplement II should specify the 
document number GPO No. 055-000- 
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00218-5 and be accompanied by a check 
or money order made out to the 
Superintendent of Documents in the 
amount of $17.00 per copy. GPO will 
accept orders by telephone. Master 
Charge and Visa credit cards will be 
accepted. For shipments outside the 
United States the cost is $21.25 in U.S. 
funds. 

Cumulative Supplement II will also be 
available on microfiche. NTIS is now 
taking advance orders for microfiche. 
Firms desiring to purchase microfiche of 
Cumulative Supplement II should 
contact NTIS at the following address: 
National Technical Information Service, 
5285 Port Royal Rd., Springfield, Va., 
Order Desk: (703-487-4650). 

Orders for microfiche should specify 
the document number PB 82-203290 and 
attached to the order should be a check 
or money order made out to NTIS for 
$11.50 per set. NTIS will accept orders 
by telephone and will accept Master 
Charge and Visa credit cards. Shipments 
outside the United States will cost 
$23.00 in U.S. funds. 

Cumulative Supplement II will also be 
made available on computer tape. EPA 
will announce the availability of the 
tape in another Federal Register notice. 


IL. Publication of the Cumulative 
Supplement II 

Section 8(b) of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA), Public Law 94—469, 
requires the Administrator of the EPA to 
identify, compile and keep current a list 
of chemical substances which are 
manufactured, imported, or procesed for 
commercial purposes in the United 
States. To meet this requirement, EPA 
promulgated the Inventory Reporting 
Regulations (40 CFR Part 710) which 
appeared in the Federal register of 
December 23, 1977 (42 FR 64572). These 
regulations provided the basis for the 
initial compilation of the TSCA 
Chemical Substances Inventory. 

Since May 1979, the Agency has 
published three editions of the TSCA 
Chemical Substances Inventory. The 
distinguishing subtitles of these 
publications are: Initial Inventory of 
May 1979, Supplement I of October 1979 
to the Initial Inventory, and Cumulative 
Supplement of July 1980. The present 
publication, Cumulative Supplement Il, 
supersedes both Supplement I of 
October 1979 and the first Cumulative 
Supplement of July 1980. The Initial 
Inventory and Cumulative Supplement I 
now constitute the Revised Inventory 
representing a total of over 58,000 
chemical substances including 1,800 
generic names developed for chemical 
substances whose identities have been 
claimed as confidential. Furthermore, 
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Cumulative Supplement II contains 168 
new substances for which 
premanufacture notification review has 
been completed and.manufacturing or 
importation has begun. Substances for 
which premanufacture notification 
review has been completed but for 
which actual manufacture or 
importation has not commenced in the 
United States are not included on the 
Inventory and will not be included until 
the Agency receives notice of 
commencement of manufacture. 


Ill. Contents And Use Of Cumulative 
Supplement U 

With the publication of Cumulative 
Supplement II, the printed Inventory is 
nearly 7 percent complete. Most of the 
submissions yet to be completed involve 
a trademarked reactant whose specific 
identity has not be fully established. As 
the identities of the trademarked 
reaction products are established, a 
specific chemical name will be added to 
the confidential portion of the Agency's 
Master Inventory File. Whether a 
generic chemical name will be added to 
the printed Inventory has yet to be 
determined. Similarly, chemical 
substances whose specific identity has 
been claimed to be confidential are also 
not found in the printed inventory, but 
are included in the Master Inventory 
File. In this case generic names for such 
chemical substances are found in 
Appendix B of the printed Inventory. 

Individuals who require assistance 
with the Inventory should adddress their 
inquiries to Inventory Control Team 
(TS-793), Office of Toxic Substances, 
U.S. Environmental! Protection Agency, 
401 M St., SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

Most questions regarding the contents 
and use of the Cumulative Supplement II 
can be readily answered by reviewing 
the Introduction section of that 
publication. Persons who use the 
Supplement are advised to first read the 
Introduction throughly before using the 
information. 


Dated: June 3, 1982. 
John A. Todhunter, 


Assistant Administrator, for Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances. 


[FR Doc. 83-16045 Filed 6-14-22; 8:46 am] 
BILLING CODE 6660-50-M 


[OPP 40009; PH-FRL 2123-2] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


summary: In accordance with terms of 
the Federal Register notice of August 19, 
1977 (42 FR 41907), the U.S. Department - 
of the Interior (DOJ) has submitted a 
Federal Agency Plan for the certification 
of its employees to apply restricted use 
pesticides in the performance of their 
duties. The Administrator has reviewed 
this plan and finds that it complies with 
the terms of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) 
as amended and the August 19, 1977 
Federal Register notice. Accordingly, 
notice is hereby given of the intention of 
the Administrator to approve the 
Department of the Interior Plan. 
Interested persons are invited to submit 
written comments on the proposed plan. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 30, 1982. 

Written comments should be 
submitted to: Document Control Officer 
(TS-793), Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Rm. E-401, 401 M St. SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

Comments should bear the identifying 
notation OPP 40009. The administrative 
record supporting this action is 
available for public inspection in Rm. E- 
107 at the address noted above from 8:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except legal holidays. 
ADDRESSES: The entire plan, together 
with attachments and comments, will 
also be available for examination during 
business hours at the following 
locations: 


U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau 
of Land Management (230), 1725 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20240; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region I, John F. Kennedy Bldg., 
Boston, MA 02203; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region II, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, 
NY 10278; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, Curtis Building, 6th and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA 
19106; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IV, 345 Courtland Street, NE., 
Atlanta, GA 30365; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region V, Pesticides Branch, 111 W. 
Jackson St., Chicago, IL 60604; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region VI, 1201 Elm Street, 1st 
International Building, Dallas, TX 
75270; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region VII, 324 East 11th Street, 
Kansas City, MO 64106; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region VIII, 1860 Lincoln Street, Suite 
900, Denver, CO 80295; 
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IX, 215 Fremont Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94105; 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region X, 1200 6th Avenue, Seattle, 
WA 96101. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John MacDonald, Office of Pesticides 
and Toxic Substances Enforcement (EN- 
342), Environmental Protection Agency, 
Rm. 3220H, 401 M St. SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460 (202-755-0970). 

The plan is also available for 
inspection at selected Department of the 
Interior installations throughout the 
country. Interested persons desiring the 
location of the installation nearest them 
should contact Buck Waters at the 
Department of the Interior (202-653- 
8864). 

SUPPLEMENTARY (NFORMATION: 
Summary of Plan 


The Department of the Interior 
Certification Plan at present applies 
only to employees of the Bureau of Land 
Management. If the department should 
at a later date wish to include others 
under the certification plan, the 
submittal and approval of a new 
certification plan or an amendment to 
this certification plan, should it be 
approved, would be required. 

Federal employees are considered by 
EPA to be commercial applicators. The 
Department of the Interior has proposed 
certification of its employees in the 
following commercial applicator 
categories: Agriculture Pest Control— 
Plant; Forest Pest Control; Ornamental 
and Turf Pest Control; Aquatic Pest 
Control; Right-of-Way Pest Control; 
Industrial, Institutional, Structural and 
Health Related Pest Control; Public 
Health Pest Control; and Demonstration 
and Research Pest Control. 

Certification is based on the taking 
and passing of a written examination 
and is valid for a period not to exceed 
three years. Recertification will also 
require the taking and passing of a 
written examination. It is anticipated 
that training for certification and 
recertification will often be provided by 
outside organizations, most especially 
the Department of Defense which has an 
approved certification plan in operation. 
When training is provided by outside 
organizations, a Department of the 
Interior examination will still have to be 
passed before certification or 
recertification is granted. F 

Certified applicators will be issued 
certificate and wallet-size identification 
card to be carried when applying 
pesticides or supervising their use. 
These documents will identify the 
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certified applicator, the category in 
which the applicator is certified, the 
date of issuance, expiration date, and 
issuing authority. Examples of these 
documents are contained in the plan. 

General use and restricted use 
pesticides will be applied either by a 
certified applicator or by a person under 
the direct supervision of a certified 
applicator. The certified applicator will 
retain responsibility for the actions of 
the non-certified applicator and be 
available if and when required. 

The plan provides for the hiring of 
non-Department of the Interior 
employees for pest control operations. 
Such persons must be certified 
commercial applicators, or under the 
direct supervision of a certified 
commercial applicator, holding 
certification valid in the State or 
territory where the services are 
performed. 

Authority for denying, suspending and 
revoking Department of the Interior 
certification rests with the officials 
responsible for carrying out the plan. 
Any applicator who falsifies records or 
who violates any provision of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act, including the 
prohibition against the misuse of 
pesticides, may have the applicator’s 
certificate suspended or revoked. 

Records regarding the kinds, amounts, 
uses, dates and places of use of 
restricted use pesticides will be 
maintained for two years from the date 
of application of the restricted use 
pesticides. Such records will be 
available for inspection and copying by 
Federal and State pesticide officials. 

Incidents of pesticide misuse and 
record falsification by any persons will 
be reported to the appropriate EPA or 
State authority. EPA and State 
enforcement personnel will have access 
to DOI property at reasonable times for 
sampling, inspection and observation. 

The Department of the Interior Plan 
requires personnel to comply with 
substantive State standards for 
pesticide regulation which are more 
stringent than, or are in addition to, 
standards established in the plan, as 
required by E.O. 12088. In cases where 
the State decides its substantive 
standards are more stringent than those 
of the Department of the Interior it may 
notify the Director of the Bureau of Land 
Management and request compliance. In 
any case where the Director and the 
State disagree as to the need for 
Department of the Interior employees to 
comply with a State standard, the 
Administrator of EPA will arbitrate the 
dispute. 

Annual will be submitted by 
the Department of the Interior to the 


Administrator, EPA. The report will 
contain information as outlined in 40 
CFR 171.7(d)(1), such as, numbers of 
applicators certified, changes in 
commercial subcategories, summary of 
enforcement actions and significant 
proposed changes in standards of 
competency. Other reports will be 
submitted as required by 40 CFR 
171.7(d)(2). 
(Sec. 4, as amended, 92 Stat. 827 (Pub. L. 95- 
396)) 

Dated: June 7, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Adminstrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-16048 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-84 


[A-10-FRL-2143-7] 


Final Agency Action Regarding 
issuance of a Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD) Permit to Northern 
Tier Pipeline Company 


Final notice is hereby given that on 
September 14, 1981, a PSD permit was 
issued to Northern Tier Pipeline 
Company to construct a marine oil 
terminal and tank farm at Port Angeles, 
Washington by EPA Region 10. 

The permit was issued under EPA’s 
Prevention of Significant Air Quality 
Deterioration (40 CFR 52.21) regulations, 
subject to certain conditions specified in 
the permit. 

This action was previously noticed in 
the Federal Register on Tuesday, 
September 29, 1981. However, two 
subsequent Petitions for Review of the 
subject permit were filed with the 
Administrator pursuant to 40 CFR 
124.19. 

On March 31, 1982, the Administrator 
denied both Petitions for Review and so 
notified the petitioners. Pursuant to 40 
CFR 124.19(f)(2), EPA is hereby giving 
notice of final Agency action regarding 
issuance of the Northern Tier Pipeline 
Company PSD permit. 

Uder Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act in section 2011 of the Public 
Regulatory Policy Act, 43 U.S.C. 2001, et 


seq., judicial review of the PSD permit is. 


available by the filing of a Petition for 
Review in the appropriate Federal court 
within 60 days of today. 

Copies of documents relating to the 
subject permit are available for public 
inspection upon request at the following 
location: Michael Johnston, Chief, Air 
Operations Section, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, 
Mail Stop 532, Seattle, Washington 
98101, (206) 442-1941. 


Dated: June 1, 1982. 
Joan R. Spencer, 
Regional Administrator, Region 10. 
[FR Doc. 62-15648 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Petition for Exemption From the Filing 
and Approval Requirements of Section 
15, Shipping Act, 1916 


Notice is hereby given that the 
members of the Household Goods 
Forwarders Association of America, 
Inc., have filed a petition requesting the 
Commission, pursuant to section 35 of 
the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 833a), 
to exempt from the filing and approval 
requirements of section 15 of the Act 
arrangements pertajning to the joint 
loading of used military household 
goods and personal effects by non- 
vessel operating common carriers by 
water serving the foreign and domestic 
off-shore commerce of the United States. 

Petitioners state that they move the 
preponderance of all military used 
household goods and personal effects 
shipments in the foreign and domestic 
off-shore commerce of the United States 
and that the Commission, in Docket No. 
80-37, has already exempted such 
shipments from the tariff filing 
requirements of the Act. 

The subject petition has been filed 
due to petitioner’s concern that the co- 
loading of containers (consolidating 
several shipments to form a container 
load) might be constitute preferential 
arrangements requiring filing with the 
Commission and approval under section 
15 of the Shipping Act, 1916. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the petition at the 
Washington Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
N.W., Room 11101, or may inspect the 
petition at the Field Offices located at 
New York, New York; New Orleans, 
Louisiana; San Francisco, California; 
Chicago, Illinois and Hato Rey, Puerto 
Rico. Interested persons may submit 
comments to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., by July 20, 1982. An original and 
fifteen copies of such comments shall be 
submitted and a copy thereof served on 
applicant. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-1611 Filed 6-14-82; 845 am} 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 
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Agreements Filed 


The Federal maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice that the following 
agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each of the agreements 
and the justifications offered therefor at 
the Washington Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
N.W., Room 10327; or may inspect the 
agreements at the Field Offices located 
at New York, N.Y.; New Orleans, 
Louisiana; San Francisco, California; 
Chicago, Illinois; and San Juan, Puerto 
Rico. Interested parties may submit 
comments on each agreement, including 
requests for hearing, to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, on or before 
July 6, 1982. Comments should include 
facts and arguments concerning the 
approval, modification, or disapproval 
of the proposed agreement. Comments 
shall discuss with particularity 
allegations that the agreement is 
unjustily discriminatory or unfair as 
between carriers, shippers, exporters, 
importers, or ports, or between 
exporters from the United States and 
their foreign competitors, or operates to 
the detriment of the commerce of the 
United States, or is contrary to the 
public interest, or is in violation of the 
Act. 

A copy of any comments should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreements and the statement should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Agreements Nos. T-4046 and T-4046- 
A. 


Filing party: Greg Baker, Deputy 
Director, Finance & Administration, Port 
of Astoria, P.O. Box 569, Astoria, 
Oregon 97103. 


SUMMARY: Agreement No. T-4046, 
between the Port of Astoria (Port) and 
Pan Ocean Bulk Carriers, Ltd. (POBC) 
provides that the Port will lease to 
POBC the grain elevator, including all 
related equipment at Pier 1, Astoria. The 
leased premises will be used by POBC 
for the handling of bulk commodities. 
The term of the lease is for 15 years. The 
Port will grant a yearly extension if it is 
determined that POBC has made a 
minimum of 7 percent improvement 
investment in the property. As rent 
POBC shall pay to the Port an annual 
amount of $1. The annual rent after the 
original term shall be the total sum of 
the annual rent plus 6 percent of the 
market value of the underlying ground. 
POBC shall file tariffs for all charges for 


use of the facility, and Port shall assess 
and collect dockage charges. 

Agreement No. T-4046-A is a 
provisional agreement whereby the 
parties agree to expand and modernize 
the facility into a fully automatic 
elevator complex to handle wheat and 
corn. The Port will offer revenue bonds 
to enable the renovation to be 
completed. The Port will lease land for 
the Complex under a term of 50 years 
with three 10-year renewal options. The 
annual rent will be 6 percent of the 
market value of the land. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: June 10, 1982. 
Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-16100 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


Port of Oswego Authority and 
Lakespan Marine, Inc.; Cancellation 

Agreement No. T-3972. 

Filing party: G. Robert Witmer, Jr., 
P.C., Nixon, Hargrave, Devans & Doyle, 
Lincoln First Tower, P.O. Box 1051, 
Rochester, New York 14603. 

Summary: Agreement No. T-3972, 
between the Port of Oswego Authority 
and Lakespan Marine, Inc., has been 
cancelled by mutual agreement of the 
parties effective October 23, 1982. 

By Order of the Federal] Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: June 10, 1982. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16101 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


Federal Open Market Committee; 
Domestic Policy Directive of March 30, 
1982 


In accordance with § 217.5 of its rules 
regarding availability of information, 
there is set forth below the Committee's 
Domesiic Policy Directive issued at its 
meeting held on March 29-30, 1982." 

The information reviewed at this 
meeting suggests that real GNP declined 
appreciably further in the first quarter of 
1962 but that final purchases were 
sustained and the contraction in activity 
moderated during the quarter; prices on 
the average rose much less rapidly than 
in the preceding quarter. In January 


* The Record of Policy Actions of the Committee 


Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551. 
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weakness in activity was accentuated 
by unusually severe weather, and in 
February the nominal value of retail 
sales rebounded while industrial - 
production and nonfarm payroll 
exployment recovered part of their 
January declines. The unemployment 
rate in February, at 8.8 percent, was 
unchanged from December. Although 
housing starts rose further in the first 
two months of the year, they remained 
at a depressed level. The rise in both the 
consumer price index and the producer 
price index for finished goods 
moderated substantially, and the 
advance in the index of average hourly 
earnings on the average remained at a 
reduced pace. 

The weighted average value of the 
dollar against major foreign currencies 
continued to rise strongly in February 
and March; foreign monetary authorities 
intervened on a substantial scale to 
resist the depreciation of their 
currencies. The U.S. foreign trade deficit 
in January and February on the average 
was somewhat less than the fourth- 
quarter rate. 

Mi declined in February, after three 
months of rapid growth, and then 
increased moderately in early March. 
Growth of M2 slowed appreciably in 
February, owing to a slackening of the 
expansion in the nontransaction 
component as well as to the decline in 
M. Short-term market interest rates and 
bond yields on balance have declined 
since early February, and mortgage 
interest rates have edged down. 

The Federal Open Market Committee 
seeks to foster monetary and financial 
conditions that will help to reduce 
inflation, promote a resumption of 
growth in output on a sustainable basis, 
and contribute to a sustainable pattern 
of international transactions. At its 
meeting in early February, the 
Commitiee agreed that its objectives 
would be furthered by growth of M1, 
M2, and M3 from the fourth quarter of 
1981 to the fourth quarter of 1982 within 
ranges of 2% to 5% percent, 6 to 9 
percent; and 6% to 9% percent 
respectively. The associated range for 
bank credit was 6 to 9 percent. 

In the short run, the Committee seeks 
behavior of reserve aggregates 
consistent with growth of M1 and M2 
from March to June at annual rates of 
about 3 percent and 8 percent 
respectively. The Committee also noted 
that deviations from these targets 
should be evaluated in light of the 
probability that M2 would be less 
affected over the period than M1 by 
deposit shifts related to the tax date and 
by changes in the relative importance of 
NOW accounts as a savings vehicle. 
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Some shortfall in growth of M1, 
consistent with progress toward the 
upper part of the range for the year as a 
whole, would be acceptable in the 
context of appreciably reduced 
pressures in the money market and 
relative strength of other aggregates. 
The Chairman may call for Committee 
consultation if it appears to the Manager 
for Domestic Operations that pursuit of 
the monetary objectives and related 
reserve paths during the period before 
the next meeting is likely to be 
associated with a federal funds rate 
persistently outside a range of 12 to 16 
percent. 

Votes for this action: Messrs. Volcker, 
Solomon, Balles, Ford, Gramley, Partee, 
Rice, Mrs. Teeters, and Mr. Winn. Votes 
against this action: Messrs. Black and 
Wallich. 

By order of the Federal Open Market 
Committee, June 2, 1982. 

Murray Altmann, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16077 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-m 


Central Service Corp.; Proposed 
Commercial Paper Sweep Pian 

Central Service Corporation, Enid, 
Oklahoma, has applied pursuant to 
section 4(c)(8} of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and 
§ 225.4(b)(2) of the Board’s Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(2)), for permission to 
engage in the activity of daily sweeping 
of demand deposit accounts at Central 
National Bank and Trust Company, a 
subsidiary of Central Service 
Corporation, of minimum amounts of at 
least $25,000. Swept funds would be 
used to purchase commercial paper of 
Central Service Corporation and would 
earn a market rate of interest. Proceeds 
of the sale of commercial paper would 
be used to purchase certificates of 
deposit from Central National Bank and 
Trust Company. Each investment would 
mature the next day and would be 
deposited back into the customer's 
demand deposit account. These 
activities would be performed from 
offices of Applicant's subsidiary in Enid, 
Oklahoma, and: the geographic area to 
be served is Enid, Oklahoma. Such 
activity has not been specified by the 
Board in § 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as 
permissible for bank holding companies. 
The Board believes, however, that the 
application raises significant issues that 
would be of interest to the public. 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question of whether the 
proposed activity is closely related to 

and whether consummation of 

the proposal can “reasonably be 


expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, 
increased competition, or gains in 
efficiency, that outweigh possible 
adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 
unfair competition, conflicts of interests, 
or unsound banking practices.” The 
Board views the proposal as raising 
significant questions concerning 
monetary control and competitive 
balance among financial institutions and 
also requests comments on these issues. 
Any request for a hearing on these 
questions must be accompanied by a 
statement of the reasons a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute, 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing, and indicating 
how the party commenting would be 
aggrieved by approval of the proposal. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and 
received by the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, not 
later than July 8, 1982. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 8, 1982. 

William W. Wiles, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 82-16078 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


Advisory Committee; Meetings 
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces a 
forthcoming meeting of a public 
advisory committee of the Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA). This notice 
also sets forth a summary of the 
procedures governing committee 
meetings and methods by which 
interested persons may participate in 
open public hearings conducted by the 
committees and is issued under section 
10(a) (1) and (2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 
770-776 (5 U.S.C. App. I)), and FDA 
regulations (21 CFR Part 14) relating to 
advisory committees. The following 
advisory committee meeting is 
announced: 
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Ophthalmic Device Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, and Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel 

Date, time, and place. July 29 and 30; 9 
a.m., Auditorium, 200 Independence 
Ave. SW., Washington, DC. 

Type of meeting and executive 
secretary. Open public hearing, July 29, 
9 a.m. to 10 a.m.; open committee 
discussion, 10 a.m. to 1 p.m.; closed 
committee deliberations, 2 p.m. to 5 p.m.; 
open public hearing, July 30, 9 a.m. to 10 
a.m.; open committee discussion, 10 a.m. 
to 1 p.m.; closed committee 
deliberations, 2 p.m. to 5 p.m.; Dr. 
George C. Murray, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-460), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7940. 

General function of committee. The 
committee reviews and evaluates 
available data on the safety and 
effectiveness of devices currently in use 
and makes recommendations for their 
regulation. 

Agenda—open public hearing. 
Interested persons may present data, 
information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. Those desiring to make 
formal presentations should notify the 
executive secretary before July 19, 1982, 
and submit a brief statement of the 
general nature of the evidence or 
arguments they wish to present, the 
names and addresses of proposed 
participants, and an indication of the 
approximate time required to make their 
comments. 

Open committee discussion. On July 
29 the committee will discuss premarket 
approval applications (PMA's) for- 
intraocular lenses (IOL’s) and may 
discuss PMA's for other ophthalmic 
products. If discussion of all pertinent 
IOL issues is not completed, discussion 
will be continued the following day. On 
July 30 the committee may discuss 
PMA's or general issues relating to 
contact lens or other ophthalmic 
products. 

Closed committee deliberations. On 
July 29 and 30 the committee will 
conduct reviews of PMA’s for IOL 
applications. On July 30 the committee 
may also discuss PMA’s for contact lens 
products. These portions of the meeting 
will be closed to permit discussion of 
trade secret data (5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4)). 

Each public advisory committee 
meeting listed above may have as many 
as four separable portions: (1) An open 
public hearing, (2) an open committee 
discussion, (3) a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee 
deliberation. Every advisory committee 
meeting shall have an open public 
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hearing portion. Whether or not it also 
includes any of the other three portions 
will depend upon the specific meeting 
involved. The dates and times reserved 
for the separate portions of each 
committee meeting are listed above. 

The open public hearing portion of 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour 
long unless public participation does not 
last that long. It is emphasized, however, 
that the 1 hour time limit for an open 
public hearing represents a minimum 
rather than a maximum time for public 
participation, and an open public 
hearing may last for whatever longer 
period the committee chairman 
determines will facilitate the 
committee’s work. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published 
in this Federal Register notice. Changes 
in the agenda will be announced at the 
beginning of the open portion of a 
meeting. 

Any interested person who wishes to 
be assured of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either ' 
orally or in writing, prior to the meeting. 
Any person attending the hearing who 
does not in advance of the meeting 
request an opportunity to speak will be 
allowed to make an oral presentation at 
the hearing’s conclusion, if time permits, 
at the chairman's discretion. 

Persons interested in specific agenda 
items to be discussed in open session 
may ascertain from the contact person 
the approximate time of discussion. 

A list of committee members and 
summary minutes of meetings may be 
requested from the Dockets . 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. The FDA regulations 
relating to public advisory committees 
may be found in 21 CFR Part 14. 

The Commissioner, with the 
concurrence of the Chief Counsel, lias 
determined for the reasons stated that 
those portions of the advisory 
committee meetings so designated in 
this notice shall be closed. The Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), as 
amended by the Government in the . 
Sunshine Act (Pub. L. 94-409), permits 
such closed advisory committee 
meetings in certain circumstances. 
Those portions of a meeting designated 
as closed, however, shall be closed for 
the shortest possible time, consistent 
with the intent of the cited statutes. 

The FACA, as amended, provides that 
a portion of a meeting may be closed 
where the matter for discussion involves 


a trade secret; commercial or financial 
information that is privileged or 
confidential; information of a personal 
nature, disclosure of which would be a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy; investigatory files 
compiled for law enforcement purposes; 
information the premature disclosure of 
which would be likely to significantly 
frustrate implementation of a proposed 
agency action; and information in 


’ certain other instances not generally 


relevant to FDA matters. 

Examples of portions of FDA advisory 
committee meetings that ordinarily may 
be closed, where necessary and in 
accordance with FACA criteria, include 
the review, discussion, and evaluation 
of drafts of regulations or guidelines or 
similar preexisting internal agency 
documents, but only if their premature 
disclosure is likely to significantly 
frustrate implementation of proposed 
agency action; review of trade secrets 
and confidential commercial or financial 
information submitted to the agency; 
consideration of matters involving 
investigatory files compiled for law 
enforcement purposes; and review of 
matters, such as personnel records or 
individual patient records, where 
disclosure would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. 

Examples of portions of FDA advisory 
committee meetings that ordinarily shall 
not be closed include the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of general 
preclinical and clinical test protocols 
and procedures for a class of drugs or 
devices; consideration of labeling 
requirements for a class of marketed 
drugs or devices; review of data and 
information on specific investigational 
or marketed drugs and devices that have 
previously been made public; 
presentation of any other data or 
information that is not exempt from 
public disclosure pursuant to the FACA, 
as amended; and, notably deliberative 
sessions to formulate advice and 
recommendations to the agency on 
matters that do not independently 
justify closing. 

Dated: June 8, 1982. 

Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
[FR Doc. 82-16033 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82F-0156] 
Ciba-Geigy Corp.; Filing of Food 
Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 
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SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that the Ciba-Geigy Corp. has filed a 
petition proposing that the food additive 
regulations be amended to provide for 
the safe use of Cyo-1e-alky] 
mercaptoacetates reaction products 
with dichlorodioctylstannane and 
trichlorooctylstannane, as a stabilizer 
for vinly chloride plastics intended for 
use in contact with food. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael E. Kashtock, Bureau of Foods 
(HFF-334), Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20204, 202-472-5690. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b)(5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 2B3597) has been filed by 
the Ciba-Geigy Corp., Hawthorne, NY 
10532, proposing that § 178.2650 Octyltin 
stablizers in vinyFchloride plastics (21 
CFR 178.2650) be amended to provide 
for the safe use of Cio-:e-alkyl 
mercaptoacetates reaction products 
with dichlorodioctylstannane and 
trichlorooctylstannane, as a stabilizer 
for vinly chloride plastics intended for 
use in contact with food. 


The agency has carefully considered 
the potential environmental effects of 
this proposed action and has concluded 
that the action will not have a 
significant impact on the human 
environment and that an environmental 
impact statement is not required. The 
agency’s finding of no significant impact 
and the evidence supporting that finding 
may be seen in the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Sanford A. Miller, 

Director, Bureau of Foods. 

[FR Doc. 82~15919 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82F-0161] 


NL Chemicals/NL Industries, Inc.; 
Filing of Food Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that NL Chemicals/NL Industries, Inc., 
has filed a petition proposing that the 
food additive regulations be amended to 
provide for the safe use of sulfated 
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castor oil in resinous and polymeric 
coating for food-contact use. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James H. Maryanski, Bureau of Foods 
(HFF-334), Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C St. SW., 
Washington, DC 20204, 202-472-5740. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409{b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b)(5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 2B3628) has been filed by 
NL Chemicals/NL Industries, Inc., 
Wyckoff Mills Road, Hightstown, NJ 
08520, proposing that § 175.300 Resinous 
and polymeric coatings (21 CFR 175.300) 
be amended to provide for the safe use 
of sulfated castor oil as a miscellaneous 
material in resinous and polymeric 
coatings for food-contact use. 

The potential environmental impact of 
this action is being reviewed. If the 
agency finds that an environmental 
impact statement is not required and 
this petition results in a regulation, the 
notice of availability of the agency's 
finding of no significant impact and the 
evidence supporting that finding will be 
published with the regulation in the 
Federal Register in accordance with 21 
CFR 25.40{c) (proposed December 11, 
1979; 44 FR 71742). 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Sanford A. Miller, 

Director, Bureau of Foods, 

{FR Doc. 62-15916 Filed 6-14-82; 8:46 am} 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket Nos. 79F-0451 and 79F-0452) 


Rohm and Haas Co.; Amended Notice 
of Filing of Food Additive Petitions 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


summany: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending two 
notices that appeared in the Federal 
Register.- The notices announced the 
filing of food additive petitions for the 
use of a preservative in {1) adhesive 
emulsions used as components of food- 
contact articles and (2) polymer latex 
emulsions used to coat paper which 
contacts food. The petitioner, Rohm and 
Haas Co., also is proposing that the food 
additive regulations be amended to 
provide for the safe use of magnesium 
nitrate as a component of the 
preservative formulation. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John L. Herrman, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
334), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20204, 202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 


Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b)(5))), notice was given in 
the Federal Register of January 29, 1980 
(45 FR 6651) and February 22, 1980 (45 
FR 11911) that petitions (FAP 9B3446 
and FAP 8B3406, respectively) had been 
filed by the Rohm and Haas Co., 
Independence Mall West, Philadelphia, 
PA 19105. These notices announced 
petitions proposing that (1) § 175.105 
Adhesives (21 CFR 175.105) (FAP 
9B3446; Docket No. 79F-0452) and (2) 

§ 176.170 Components of paper and 
paperboard in contact with aqueous and 
fatty foods (21 CFR 176.170) (FAP 
8B3408; Docket No. 79F-0451) be 
amended to provide for the safe use of a 
mixture containing 5-chloro-2-methyl-4- 
isothiazolin-3-one and 2-methyl-4- 
isothiazolin-3-one as a preservative for 
polymer latex emulsions in adhesives 
and for polymer latex emulsions to coat 
paper which contacts food, respectively. 

Notice is given that these petitions 
also propose that such regulations 
provide for the safe use of magnesium 
nitrate as a component of the 
preservative formulation. 

In the earlier notices, FDA announced 
that, based upon the environmental 
impact analysis report and other 
relevant material, it has determined that 
the proposed use of the additive will not 
have a significant environmental impact. 
Copies of the environmental impact 
analysis report and the environmental 
assessment report are on file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, and they may be seen there 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: June 4, 1982. 

Sanford A. Miller, 

Director, Bureau of Foods. 

[FR Doc. 82-15918 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82F-0139] 


Union Carbide Corp.; Filing of Food 
Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and 

Administraton (FDA) is announcing that 
Union Carbide Corp. has filed a petition 
proposing that the food additive 
regulations be amended to provide for 
the safe use of gamma- 
aminopropyltrimethoxysilane as 
components of adhesives. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James H. Maryanski, Bureau of Foods 
(HFF-334), Food and Drug 
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Administration, 200 C St. SW., 
Washington, DC 20204, 202-472-5690. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Comestic 
Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b)(5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 2B3626) has been filed by 
Union Carbide Corp., Old Saw Mill 
River Rd., Tarrytown, NY 10591, 
proposing that § 175.105 adhesives (21 
CFR 175.105) be amended to provide for 
the safe use of gamma- 
aminopropyltrimethoxysilane as 
components of adhesives. 

The potential environmental impact of 
this action is being reviewed. If the 
agency finds that an environmental 
impact statement is not required and 
this petition results in a regulation, the 
notice of availability of the agency's 
findings of no significant impact and the 
evidence supporting that finding will be 
published with the regulation in the 
Federal Register in accordance with 21 
CFR 25.40{c) (proposed December 11, 
1979; 44 FR 71742). 


Dated: June 4, 1982. 
Sanford A. Miller, 
Director, Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc. 62-15917 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


Part A, Chapter AHE (Office of Equal 
Employment Opportunity) of the 
Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services (most recently amended at 45 
FR 17638, March 19, 1980) is replaced to 
reflect the reorganization and retitling to 
the Office of the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Equal Employment 
Opportunity. 

The purpose of the reorganization is to 
arrange functions and responsibilities in 
order to: Reflect new program emphases 
and objectives; improve program 
control, efficiency and effectiveness; 
reduce the number of reporting units; 
and strengthen the functional 
management role of the office. 

1. Under Part A, Chapter AHE, Office 
of Equal Empoyment Opportunity, retitle 
the name to the Office of the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Equal 
Employment Opportunity, delete the 
entire chapter, and replace it with the 
following: 

AHE.00 Mission 
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AHE.10 Organization 
AHE.20 Functions 

AHE.00 Mission—The Office of the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Equal 
Employment Opportunity holds 
functional management responsibilities 
for the Secretary, the Under Secretary, 
and the Assistant Secretary for 
Personnel Administration (ASPER) for 
the elimination and prevention of 
discrimination in all facets of 
employment in the Department. As such, 
it is charged with the administration of 
the statutory and regulatory 
requirements of: Section 717 (Title VII) 

-of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (as 
amended); Section 6(d) of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act, the Equal Pay Act of 
1963; Section 301 of the Civil Service 
Reform Act of 1978; Section 501 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (as amended); 
Sections 12 and 15 of the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 
1967; appropriate anti-discriminatory 
provisions of both Title 5 and Title 29, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

The Office of the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Equal Employment 
Opportunity provides centralized 
Departmentwide leadership and 
oversight in policy making; analysis of 
both organizational and systemic 
bayriers to equal employment 
opportunity; in program guidance; in the 
prevention and eradication of 
employment discrimination and 
protection of its employees against 
discrimination; Title VII program 
evaluation; and in the fair and prompt 
adjudication of complaints of 
discrimination. 

AHE.10 Organization—The Office of 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Equal Employment Opportunity reports 
through the Assistant Secretary for 
Personnel Administration (ASPER). The 
Office consists of the following: 
Immediate Office , 
Division of Complaints Adjudication 

and Management 
Division of Program Planning and 

Systemic Analysis 
Division of Evaluation, Information and 

Data Management 

AHE.20 Functions. 

A. General. 

The Office of the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Equal Employment 
Opportunity: 

1. Formulates Departmental level 
policies, standards, guidance and 
procedures in those functional areas of 
the prevention and prohibition of 
employment discrimination and 
promotion of equal opportunity for the 
Director of EEO; and coordinates 
policies, standards, guidance and 
procedures of the Operating Divisions 


(and subordinate units) needed for the 
implementation of the Departmental 
issuances. 

2. Assesses and determines that 
Operating Divisions and the Office of 
the Secretary are effectively 
implementing and supporting 
operational needs, and are in 
compliance with law, regulations and 
policies. 

3. Fosters the use of consistent 
policies, procedures, terms, conditions 
of program operations within the 
Department; recommends 
Governmentwide policies to the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission 
(EEOC), Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM), Merit Systems 
Protection Board (MSPB), or the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB). 

4. Provides guidance and technical 
assistance to Operating Divisions on 
organizational and employment barrier 
analysis, on EEO data manipulation and 
usage, on appropriate legislative and 
EEO case law application, and in the 
processing of complaints of 
discrimination. 

5. Develops, directs and coordinates 
training in the DAS/EEO areas of 
functional responsibility; and 
establishes standards for Title VII staff 
and purchase of contracts. 

6. Provides liaison, counsel and 
support to other Government agencies, 
appropriate Congressional staffs, and 
professional associations. 

7. Compiles and analyzes data 
required for proper functional 
administration and management. 

8. Conducts reviews and other 
assessments of the Department's 
Operating Divisions to determine 
operational effectiveness and 
compliance with Departmental 
issuances covering the broad area of 
employment discrimination; 
recommends changes or modifications 
where appropriate, or makes 
recommendations through the ASPER. 

9. Approves new or revised forms; 


* operating formats; methods of EEO or 


program management activities. 

10. Provides staff support and counsel 
to the ASPER, Under Secretary, and the 
Secretary on all facets of equal 
opportunity and discrimination in 
Federal employment. 

B. Immediate Office of the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary—Is responsible for 
the executive direction, management, 
leadership, oversight, supervision and 
administration of all Departmental anti- 
discrimination/equal employment 
opportunity functions. 

C. Division of Complaints 
Adjudication and Management 

1. Formulates all policy and develops 
guidance covering the administration of 
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the discrimination complaints system in 
the Department. 

2. Provides advice, guidance and 
interpretation of all facets of the 
processing of complaints of 
discrimination. 

3. Drafts all final Departmental 
decisions in complaints of employment 
discrimination; negotiates and 
coordinates settlements with the Office 
of General Counsel; and recommends 
corrective or remedial actions. 

4. Develops and maintains a 
Departmentwide Title VII case 
management and control system; 
monitors employment discrimination 
case law as it evolves. 

5. Develops, coordinates and provides 
guidance on EEOC hearings, appeals, 
remands, class actions, and attorney's 
fees. 

6. Conducts, participates in and 
oversees EEO counseling, conciliation, 
and mediation training for the 
Department. 

7. Reviews proposed Operating 
Division, subordinate unit and/Staff 
Division issuances or reports covering 
the processing of complaints of 
discrimination; and monitors adaptation 
to Governmentwide or Departmental 
policies and guidance. 

8. Provides legal assistance and 
guidance to ASPER. 

9. Serves as liaison to the Office of 
Personnel System Integrity (OPSI), 
Office of the General Counsel (OGC), 
and the Labor Management Relations 
Division within the Department on 
discrimination complaint matters; and 
the EEOC, the MSPB’s Office of Special 
Counsel and the Department of Justice. 

Division of Program Planning and 
Systemic Analysis. 

1. Formulates and interprets 
Departmentwide policy and develops 
guidance on Affirmative Action/Federal 
Equal Opportunity Recruitment Program 
Planning. 

2. Reviews OPDIV reports, policies 
and procedures, making 
recommendations for changes as 
necessary. _ 

3. Provides technical assistance, 
program direction to and monitoring of 
Affirmative Action Program/Federal 
Equal Opportunity Recruitment Program 
(AAP/FEORP) Plans developed and 
implemented by Operating Divisions. 

4. Develops, directs and coordinates a 
Departmentwide program of analysis of 
barriers to fair employment and 
equitable employability within the 
Department, focussing on systems, 
organizational practices, and policies. 

5. Establishes and provides direction 
to Operating Divisions on work force 
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assessments, underrepresentation, and 
protected class analyses. 

6. Provides general EEO/ Affirmative 
Action training for EEO and Personnel 
staffs; and for Departmental managers 
and supervisors. 

7. Serves as liaison and maintains 
working relationships with Operating 
Divisions, Office of Personnel Policy and 
Communications (OPPC) and the EEOC. 

E. Division of Evaluation, Information 
and Data Management. 

1. Provides broad EEO program 
evaluations for the Department, 
assessing program achievement, 
program management, and managerial 
performance. 

2. Formulates Departmentwide 
guidance for consistency of program 
direction, management quality and 
evaluation. 

3. Develops, maintains and controls 
EEO data systems. 

4. Provides data development and 
analysis in support of complaints of 
discrimination, affirmative action 
requirements, work force analyses, 
special Title VII projects, and FOIA and 
Privacy Act requests. 

5. Provides review and coordination of 
Departmental policies covering 
employment discrimination prohibitions, 
legislation and case law. 

6. Facilitates the processing of conflict 
of interest charges within the delegated 
authority of the DAS/EEO, including 
informal resolution attempts and the 
issuance of proposed dispositions. 

7. Monitors, analyzes and 
disseminates Departmentwide 
information on legislative and regulatory 
trends affecting equal employment and 
anti-discrimination programs; provides 
assessments of impact upon 
Departmental employment. 

8. Makes studies of program issues 
requiring adoption of new policies or 
revision of current guidance; and of 
application of management controls, 
reports, and program cost quality and 
efficiency. 

9. Guides, facilitates and assesses 
EEO training needs and training quality. 

10. Serves as liaison within OPPC, 
Employee Systems Center (ESC) and 
OPSI within the Office of ASPER; to the 
Office of Management Analysis and 
Systems (OMAS) within the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Management 
and Budget (ASMB); and the Office of 
Evaluation and Technical Analysis 
(OETA) within the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Planning and 
Evaluation (ASPE). 


Dated: June 7, 1982. 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 62~16082 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


Associate General Counsel for 
Enforcement; Statement of 
Organization, Functions, Delegations 
of Authority 

Part A (Office of the Secretary), 
Chapter AG (Office of General Counsel) 
(47 FR 1426, January 13, 1982) of the 
Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services is amended to reflect the 
reorganization of the Office of General 
Counsel to create a new position of 
Associate General Counsel for 
Enforcement to be responsible for 
supervision of the Department's civil 
rights and civil money penalty 
enforcement activity. The changes are 
as follows: 

1. Chapter AG, Office of General 
Counsel, Section AG.10 Organization is 
amended by inserting in subsection 3.C. 
the words “or Associate General 
Counsel for Enforcement” immediately 
after “The Deputy General Counsels.” 

2. Chapter AG, Section AG.14 
Immediate Office of the General 
Counsel is amended to read as follows: 

A. The Immediate Office of the 
General Counsel consists of: 

1. General Counsel. 

2. Deputy General Counsel, Program 
Review. 

3. Deputy General Counsel, Litigation. 

4. Deputy General Counsel, 
Regulations. 

5. Associate General Counsel. 

6. Associate General Counsel for 
Enforcement. 

7. Legal Counsel. 

8. Special Assistants to the General 
Counsel. 

9. Executive Assistant to the General 
Counsel. 

3. Chapter AG, Section AG.21 
Immediate Office of the General 
Counsel is amended by redesignating 
paragraphs F, G, and H as paragraphs G, 
H, and I, and by inserting a new 
paragraph F to read as follows: 

F. “The Associate General Counsel for 
Enforcement assists the General 
Counsel with respect to civil rights and 
civil money penalties enforcement 
activities and supervises the Assistant 
General Counsel for Civil Rights and the 
Assistant General Counsel, Inspector 
General.” 

4, Chapter AG, Section AG.22 
Divisions of the Office of General 
Counsel is amended in paragraph A by 
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deleting subsection 1.g. and by inserting 
after subsection 2 the following new 
subsection: “3. Inspector General 
Division. The Inspector General 
Division shall provide legal services to 
the Inspector General and shall be 
responsible for prosecuting claims by 
the Department for civil money penalties 
under section 1128A of the Social 
Security Act, 42 U.S.C. 1320a-7a.” 
This action is effective June 15, 1982. 
Dated: June 8, 1982. 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 82-16074 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-m 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


[Docket No. N-82-1132] 

Submission of Proposed Information 
Collection to OMB 

AGENCY: Office of Administration, HUD. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The proposed information 
collection requirement described below 
has been submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review, as required by the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. The Department is 
soliciting public comments on the 
subject proposal. 

ApDDréss: Interested persons are invited 
to submit comments regarding this 
proposal. Comments should refer to the 
proposal by name and should be sent to: 
Robert Neal, OMB Desk Officer, Office 
of Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building, Washington, 
D.C. 20503. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert G. Masarsky, Reports 
Management Officer, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, 451 
7th Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20410, 
telephone (202) 755-5310. This is not a 
toll-free number. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department has submitted the proposal 
described below for the collection of 
information to OMB for review, as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). 

The Notice lists the following 
information: (1) The title of the 
information collection proposal; (2) the 
office of the agency to collect the 
information; (3) the agency form number, 
if applicable; (4) how frequently 
information submissions will be 
required; (5) what members of the public 
will be affected by the proposal; (6) an 
estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to prepare the information 
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submission; (7) whether the proposal is 
new or an extension or reinstatment of 
an information collection requirement; 
and (8) the names and telephone 
numbers of an agency official familiar 
with the proposal and of the OMB Desk 
Officer for the Department. 

Copies of the proposed forms and 
other available documents submitted to 
OMB may be obtained from Robert G. 
Masarsky, Reports Management Officer 
for the Department. His address and 
telephone number are listed above. 
Comments regarding the proposal 
should be sent to the OMB Desk Officer 
at the address listed above. 

The proposed information collection 
requirement is described as follows: 


Notice of Submission of Proposed 
Information Collection to OMB 


Proposal: Housing Discrimination 
Complaint Form 

Office: Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity 

Form Number: HUD-903, HUD-903-A 

Frequency of submission: On Occasion 

Affected public: Individuals or 
Households who wish to file a housing 
discrimination complaint 

Estimated burden hours: 1,000 

Status: Extension 

Contact: Marie Denning, HUD, (202) 
426-3500. Robert Neal, OMB, (202) 
395-6880. 

(Sec. 3507 of the Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 

U.S.C. 3507; Sec. 7(d) of the Department of 


Housing and Urban Development Act, 42 
U.S.C. 3535(d)) 


Dated: June 6, 1982. 
Judith L. Tardy, 
Assistant Secretary for Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-16099 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


Office of the Assistant Secetary for 
Community Planning and Development 


[Docket No. D-82-668] 


Redelegation of Authority With 
Respect to Waivers and Approvals; 
Noise Abatement and Control 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 


Secretary for Community Planning and 
Development, HUD. 


ACTION: Notice of redelegation of 
authority. 


SUMMARY: The Assistant Secretary for 


Community Planning and Development 
is redelegating to a subordinate official 
the authority to grant special approvals 
and waiver of Environmental Impact 
Statements pursuant to 24 CFR Part 51. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 22, 1982. 

POR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert J. Rusin, Office of Management, 


Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20410; (202) 755-6087. 


(This is not a toll free number.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to the provisions of 24 CFR Part 51— 
Enviromental Criteria and Standards, 
Subpart B (§§ 51.104(a)(2) and 
51.104(b)(2)), the approval of the 
Assistant Secretary for Community 
Planning and Development is required 
for: 

1. A waiver of the Environmental 
Impact Statement normally required for 
all projects in an Unacceptable Noise 
Zone; 

2. All attenuation measures proposed 
for a project in an Unacceptable Noise 
Zone; and 

3. All projects located in an 
Unacceptable Noise Zone. 

It has been determined that certain 
authority should be further redelegated 
to the Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Field Operations and Environment/ 
Energy Programs. 

Accordingly, the Assistant Secretary 
redelegates as follows: 

The Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Field Operations and Environment/ 
Energy Programs is authorized to 
exercise authority to act for the 
Assistant Secretary pursuant to 24 CFR 
part 51, § 51.104(a)(2) in granting 
approval for the noise attenuation 
measures, and § 51.104(b)(2) in granting 
approval of projects with unacceptable 
noise exposure and in granting a waiver 
of the Environmental Impact Statement, 
normally required for all projects in an 
Unacceptable Noise Zone. 
(Sec. 7(d)), Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535{d} 

Dated: June 1, 1982. 
Stephen J. Bollinger, 
Assistant Secretary for Community Planning 
and Development. 


[FR Doc. 82-16098 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-29-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[INT-FEIS-82-21] 


Ellis-Pahsimeroi Grazing Final 
Environmental Impact Statement; 
Availability 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Availability. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(c) 


of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1960, the Bureau of Land . 
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Management has prepared a Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
for a proposed grazing management 
program for the Ellis-Pahsimeroi 
Planning Unit of the Salmon District in 
central Idaho. The proposal includes 
changes in stocking rates, implementing 
improved grazing systems, and 
installation of range improvements on a 
portion of 33 allotments encompassing 
approximately 380,458 acres of public 
land. No action can be taken or 
decisions made for at least 30 days 
following filing of this statement with 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
and distribution to known interested 
parties. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 

Final EIS document is to be used in 

conjunction with the Ellis-Pahsimeroi 

Draft Grazing EIS, a limited number of 

which are available at the following 

locations: 

Salmon District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Highway 93 South, Box 
430, Salmon, ID 83467, Telephone (208) 
756-2201. 

Idaho State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Federal Building, 550 W. 
Fort Street, Box 042, Boise, ID 83724, 
Telephone (208) 334-1770. 

Public Affairs, Bureau of Land 
Management, Interior Building, 18th & 
C Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jerry Wilfong, EIS Team Leader, at the 

above District Office address. 


Dated: June 8, 1982. 
Clair M. Whitlock, 
State Director. 
{FR Doc. 82-16052 Filed 6-14-82; 8:46 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[AA-6655-A through AA-6655-G] 


Alaska Native Claims Selection 


The purpose of this decision is to 
modify the Decision to Issue 
Conveyance (DIC) dated January 13, 
1978, and published in the Federal 
Register on January 18, 1978, page 2669. 
The DIC included those water bodies 
determined to be navigable in the 
Alaska State Director (SD), BLM, 
memorandum dated January 2, 1976, as 
revised April 21, 1976, as amended 
August 1, 1977, concerning final 
easements for the village of Chignik 
Lake. 

On August 26, 1980, the Alaska Native 
Claims Appeal Board remanded the 
question of navigability of Black Lake to 
the Bureau of Land Management for the 
purpose of review and redetermination 
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on the navigability status of Black Lake 
(VLS 78-30). 

Administrative redetermination as to 
the navigability status of Black Lake 
was accomplished by the SD 
memorandum dated May 30, 1980. Black 
Lake is determined to be navigable. 
Therefore, the DIC dated January 13, 
1978, is modified as follows: 


Page 2669 


The paragraph beginning “On October 
28, 1976” now reads: 


On October 28, 1976, Bristol Bay Native 
Corporation filed selection applications AA- 
12415 and AA-12416, pursuant to section 
14(h)(8) of the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (85 Stat. 688, 702; 43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1613 (Supp V, 1975)). Section 14{h) and 
Departmental regulations issued thereunder, 
provide that the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to withdraw and convey 
unreserved and unappropriated public lands. 
Since part of the land encompassed in the 
subject section 14(h) applications had been 
properly selected by Chignik River, Limited, 
under section 12(a), application AA-12416 
must be and is hereby rejected as to all lands 
in T. 43 S., R. 61 W., Seward Meridian except 
section 7, and application AA-12415 must be 
and is hereby rejected as to all lands in T. 43 
S., R. 62 W., Seward Meridian except sections 
9, 10, 13, 14, and 15. 


The paragraph is hereby modified to 
read: 


On October 28, 1976, Bristol Bay Native 
Corporation filed selection applications AA- 
12415 and AA-12416, pursuant to Sec. 14{h)(8) 
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
for the surface and subsurface estates of the 
bed of Black Lake. Section 14{h) and 
Departmental regulations issued thereunder 
provide that the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to withdraw and convey 
unreserved and unappropriated public lands. 
As Black lake is considered navigable the 
submerged lands beneath it are not public 
lands and are not available for conveyance to 
Bristol Bay Native Corporation under the 
Alaska Native Claims Setilement Act (43 CFR 
2650.0-5(g)). Therefore, regional selection 
applications AA-12415 and AA-12416 are 
rejected in their entirety and the case files 
will be closed of record when this decision 
becomes final. 


Page 2671 

The paragraph beginning “Only the 
following inland water bodies” now 
reads: 

Only the following inland water bodies, 
within the described lands, are considered to 
be navigable: 

Chignik Lake; 

That portion of Chignik River which lies 
between Chignik Lagoon and Chignik Lake. 

This paragraph is hereby modified to 
add the following water body to the list: 


Black Lake. 


This modified decision constitutes the 
final administrative determination of the 


Bureau of Land Management concerning 
navigability of water bodies. 

The DIC of January 13, 1978, approved 
conveyance of a portion of the surface 
estate of the bed of Black Lake to 
Chignik River Limited, selected under 
Sec. 12(a), and conveyance of the 
subsurface estate of the same land to 
Bristol Bay Native Corporation. As 
Black Lake is now considered navigable, 
the submerged lands beneath it are not 
public lands and are not available for 
conveyance to the Native corporations 
under the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (43 CFR 2650.0-5(g)). 

Therefore, the DIC of January 13, 1978, 
approving the submerged lands of a 
portion of Black Lake for conveyance to 
Chignik River Limited and Bristol Bay 
Native Corporation is hereby vacated. 
The total acreage of the lands charged 
against the village corporation's 
entitlement is modified to approximately 
83,744 acres. Except as modified by this 
decision, the decision of January 13, 
1978, stands as written. 

Ann Johnson, 

Chief, Branch of ANCSA Adjudication. 
[FR Doc. 82-16079 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


National Park Service 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations 


Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before June 8, 
1982. Pursuant to § 60.13 of 36 CFR Part 
60 written comments concerning the 
significance of these properties under 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation may be forwarded to the 
National Register, National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by June 
30, 1982. 

Carol D. Shull, 
Acting Keeper of the National Register. 


INDIANA 


Marion County 

Indianapolis, Indianapolis Wholesale 
District, Roughly bounded by Capitol Ave., 
Maryland, Delaware and South Sts. 

Shelby County 

Waldron vicinity, Cooper-Alley House, S of 
Waldron 

NEW MEXICO 


Bernalillo County 

Albuquerque, Spruce Park Historic District, 
Roughly bounded by University Blvd., 
Grand Ave., Las Lomas Rd. and Cedar St. 
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Taos County 


Taos, Taos Downtown Historic District, NM 
3 and NM 240 


OKLAHOMA 


Oklahoma County 


Oklahoma City, Wells Fargo and Company 
Livery Stable, 115 E. Reno Ave. 


Payne County 
Yale vicinity, Sun Oil Office and 
Maintenance Garage, $ of Yale 


Rogers County 

Sagfeeyah vicinity, Hanes Home, Off OK 88 
Washington County 

Bartlesville, La Quinta, 2201 Silver Lake Rd. 
UTAH 


Salt Lake County 


Salt Lake City, Woodruff Villa (Woodruff, 
Wilford, Family Historic Residences TR), 
1622 S 5th E. 

Salt Lake City, Woodruff, Asahel Hart, House 
(Woodruff, Wilford, Family Historic 
Residences TR), 1636 S. 5th, E 

Salt Lake City, Woodruff, Wilford, Farm 
House (Woodruff, Wilford, Family Historic 
Residences, TR), 1604 S. 5th, E 


Weber County 
Ogden, Burch-Taylor Mill, 4287 Riverdale Rd. 


WASHINGTON 


Asotin County 


Pomeroy, Indian Timothy Memorial Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Alpowa Creek 


Benton County 


Prosser, Prosser Steel Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Yakima River 


Chelan County 


Leavenworth vicinity, Penstock Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Wenatchee River, N of 
Leavenworth on U.S. 2 

Monitor vicinity, West Monitor Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Wenatchee River 

Wenatchee, Columbia River Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington Siate TR) 


Clallam County 


Elwha, Elwha River Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Old Hwy. 112 

Sequim, Dungeness River Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Dungeness River 


Clark County 


Vancouver, Vancouver-Portland Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Columbia River 

Yale, Yale Bridge (Historic Bridges/Tunnels 
in Washington State TR), Spans Lewis 
River, WA 502 





25778 


Columbia County 


Lyons Ferry, Snake River Bridge (Lyons 
Ferry) (Hist. Bridges/Tunnels in 
Washington State TR), N of SR 12 


Cowlitz County 

Longview, Longview Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Columbia River 


Ferry County 


Curlew, Curlew Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Kettle River 


Franklin County 


Pasco, Pasco-Kennewick Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Columbia River 


Grant County 


Beverly, Beverly Railroad Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Columbia River 


Grays Harbor County 


Greenwood, Wishkah River Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
W. Wishkah Rd. 

Hoquiam, Hoguiam River Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
N of SR 12 

Taholah, Chow Chow Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Quinault River 


Jefferson County 


Duckabush, Duckabush River Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Duckabush River 


King County 


Seattle, 12th Avenue South Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Dearborn St. 

Seattle, 14th Avenue South Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Duwamish River 

Seattle, Arboretum Sewer Trestle (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR) 

Seattle, Aurora Avenue (Geo. Wsahington 
Mem.) Bridge (Hist. Bridges/Tunnels in 
WA State TR), SR 509, Aurora Ave. 

Seattle, Ballard Bridge (Fremont Bridge) 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Lake Washington Ship 
Canal 

Seattle, Cowen Park Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
15th Ave. North 

Seattle, Lacey V. Murrow Floating Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in WA State 
TR), Spans Lake Washington 

Seattle, Montlake Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Lake Union Ship Canal 

Seattle, Mount Baker Ridge Tunnel (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
E of WA 90 

Seattle, North Queen Anne Drive Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Ravine of 2nd Ave., N 

Seattle, Ravenna Park Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
20th Ave., Spans Ravenna Park Ravine 


Seattle, Schmitz Park Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Schmitz Park Ravine 

Wishram, Celilo Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Columbia River 


Lewis County 


Doty, Doty Bridge (Historic Bridges/Tunnels 
in Washington State.TR), Spans Chehalis 
River 


_ Pe Ell vicinity, Weyerhaeuser/Pe Ell 


(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), S of Pe Ell, Spans Chehalis River 


Mason County 


Eldon, North/South Hamma Hamma River 
Bridges (Historic Bridges/Tunnels in WA 
State TR) 

Shelton vicinity, Vance Creek Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), NW of Shelton 

Shelton, Goldborough Creek Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
WA3 

Shelton, High Steel Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Skokomish South Fork 


Okanogan County 


Grand Coulee, Grand Coulee Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Columbia River 


Pend Oreille County 


Metaline Falls, Jdaho and Wash. Northern 
RR Bridge (Historic Bridges/Tunnels in 
WA State TR), Spans Pend Oreille River, 

_ off WA 31 


Pierce County 


Melmont, Fairfax Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Carbon River, S of Wilkeson 

Purdy, Purdy Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Henderson Bay 

Puyallup vicinity, McMillin Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Puyallup River, WA 162 

Tacoma, City Waterway Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
20th Ave., Spans Ravenna Park Ravine 

Tacoma, East 34th Street Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Pacific to A St. 

Tacoma, East 34th Street Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
E. B St to E. D St. 

Tacoma, North 21st Street Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
N. Fife and Oakes, Spans Buckley Gulch 

Tacoma, North 23rd Street Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Buckley Gulch, N. Fife and Oakes 

Tacoma, North 4th and Dock Street Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Dock St. 

Tacoma, Tacoma Narrows Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 


Skagit County 


Anacortes, Deception Pass and Canoe Pass 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Rte. 20 
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Spokane County 

Spokane, Sunset Boulevard Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Latch Creek 

Spokane, Washington Street Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Spans Spokane River 


Stevens County 

Northport, Red Mountain Railroad Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Little Sheep Creek 

Orient, Orient Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
Richardson Rd., Spans Kettle River 

Orin, Winslow Railroad Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 


Thurston County 

Tumwater, Capito! Boulevard Crossing 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Deschutes River 


Walla Walla County 
Lowden, Johnson Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 


Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Touchet River / 


Whatcom County 

Acme, Middle Fork Nooksack River Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Mosquito Lake Rd. 


Whitman County 

Colfax, Manning-Rye Covered Bridge 
(Historic Bridges/Tunnels in Washington 
State TR), Spans Palouse River 

Palouse, F Street Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Palouse River 

Palouse, McClure Bridge (Historic Bridges/ 
Tunnels in Washington State TR), Spans 
Palouse River 

Rosalia, Rosalia Railroad Bridge (Historic 
Bridges/Tunnels in Washington State TR), 
WA 271 

[FR Doc. 82-16107 Piled 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


North County National Scenic Trail 
Advisory Council Meeting 


June 3, 1982. 


Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. App. 1, as 
amended by the Act of September 13, 
1976, 90 Stat. 1247, that a meeting of the 
North Country National Scenic Trail 
Advisory Council will be held August 5, 
1982, beginning at 9:00 a.m. at 
Thunderbird Lodge, 2201 East 78th 
Street, Minneapolis, Minnesota, (I-494 at 
24th Avenue exit). 

The council was established on 
November 28, 1980, pursuant to 
provisions of the National Trails System 
Act, 82 Stat. 919, 16 U.S.C. 1244, to meet 
and consult with the Secretary of the 
Interior on matters relating to the 
administration and development of the 
North Country National Scenic Trail. 
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The members of the council are as 
follows: 


Mr. Don Carlson (Chairperson) 
Mr. J. L. Dunning 

Mr. Pete Wingle 

Mr. Alexander C. Otto 

Mr. Ervin Market 

Mr. Thomas J. Shearer 

Dr. Douglas Eiken 

Mr. Roger Hubbel 

Mr. Forest J. Wicks 
Professor Thomas Thwaites 
Ms. Pat Allen 

Mr. Preston Bristow 

Mrs. Donna Skagerberg 

Mr. George Pratt 

Dr. Duane R. Lund 

Mr. Richard T. Leier 

Mrs. Joan H. Polivka 

Mr. Robert Everett Kinsey 


Matters to be discussed at the meeting 
will include issues related to the 
comprehensive management plan for the 
North Country National Scenic Trail and 
the role of the council in administration 
of the trail. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Interested persons may submit 
written statements to the official listed 
below prior to the meeting. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from Robert P. 
Martin, Chief, Division of Rivers and 
Trails, Midwest Region, National Park 
Service, 1709 Jackson Street, Omaha, 
Nebraska 68102, telephone (402) 221- 
3371 (FTS 864-3371). Minutes of the 
meeting will be available for public 
inspection at the Midwest Regional 
Office 3 weeks after the meeting. 

Dated: June 3, 1982. 

J. L. Dunning, 

Regional Director, Midwest Region. 
(FR Doc. 82-16109 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATION 
AGENCY 


Agency Forms Under Review by OMB 


AGENCY: Voice of America, ICA. 
ACTION: Notice. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. 35), the International 
Communication Agency has submitted 
to OMB for review Form TAP-4, 
Supplemental Qualifications 
Statement—International Radio 
Broadcaster. 

The form is used in the recruiting of 
radio broadcasters for the Voice o: 
America to accomplish the.personnel 
requirements imposed by OPM and 
EEOC to establish valid job-related 
selection procedures. 


200 responses annually requiring 400 
hours; not applicable under 3504(h) of 
Pub. L. 96-511. 

Copies of the proposed form and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from Mary Jane Winnett, Agency 
Clearance Officer (tel. 202-724-0403). 
Comments and questions should be 
directed to David Reed, OMB Reviewing 
Officer, (tel. 202-395-7231), and to the 
Agency clearance officer. If you 
anticipate commenting but find that time 
to prepare comments will prevent you 
from submitting them promptly, advise 
OMB and the Agency as soon as 
possible. 

Mary Jane Winnett, 
Management Assistant. 

[FR Doc. 16051 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8230-01-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Motor Carriers; Decision-Notice; 
Finance Applications 

The following applications, filed on or 
after July 3, 1980, seek approval to 
consolidate, purchase, merge, lease 
operating rights and properties, or 
acquire control of motor carriers 
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11343 or 11344. 
Also, applications directly related to 
these motor finance applications (such 
as conversions, gateway eliminations, 
and securities issuances) may be 
involved. 

The applications are governed by 
Special Rule 240 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.240). See 
Ex Parte 55 (Sub-No. 44), Rules 
Governing Applications Filed By Motor 
Carriers Under 49 U.S.C. 11344 and 
11349, 363 1.C.C. 740 (1981). These rules 
provide among other things, that 
opposition to the granting of an 
application must be filed with the 
Commission in the form of verified 
statements within 45 days after the date 
of notice of filing of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 
Failure seasonably to oppose will be 
construed as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. If the 
protest includes a request for oral 
hearing, the request shall meet the 
requirements of Rule 242 of the special 
rules and shall include the certification 
required. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.241. A copy of any 
application, together with applicant's 
supporting evidence, can be obtained 
from any applicant upon request and 
payment to applicant of $10.00, in 
accordance with 49 CFR 1100.241(d). 
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Amendments to the request for 
authority will not be accepted after the 
date of this publication. However, the 
Commission may modify the operating 
authority involved in the application to 
conform to the Commission's policy of 
simplifying grants of operating authority. 

We find, with the exception of those 
applications involving impediments (e.g. 
jurisdictional problems, unresolved 
fitness questions, questions involving 
possible unlawful control, or improper 
divisions of operating rights) that each 
applicant has demonstrated, in 
accordance with the applicable 
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344, and 11349, and with the 
Commission's rules and regulations, that 
the proposed transaction should be 
authorized as stated below. Except 
where specifically noted this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor does it appear 
to qualify as a major regulatory action 
under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests as to the finance application or 
to any application directly related 
thereto filed within 45 days of 
publication (or, if the application later 
becomes unopposed), appropriate 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant (unless the application 
involves impediments) upon compliance 
with certain requirements which will be 
set forth in a notification of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. To 
the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant's 
existing authority, the duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicant(s) must comply with all 
conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of authority within the time 
period specified in the notice of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 


Dated: June 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board Number 
3, Members Krock, Joyce and Dowell. 
James H. Bayne, 
Acting Secretary. . 

MC-F-14862, filed May 25, 1982. 
FROCK BROS. TRUCKING, INC. (Frock) 
(R.D. 3, New Oxford, PA 17350)— 
purchase (portion}—ROBERT N. 
TOOMEY TRUCKING CO. (Toomey) 
(1516 S. George St., York, PA 17350). 
Representatives: Charles E. Creager, 


1329 Penna. Ave., P.O. Box 1417, 


Hagerstown, MD 21740; and Edward N. 
Button, 635 Oak Hill Ave., Hagerstown, 
MD 21740. Frock seeks authority to 
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purchase a portion of the interstate 
operating rights and property of 
Toomey. Edmond B. Frock, Jr., and J. 
Daniel Frock, equal stockholders of 
Frock, seek authority to acquire control 
of said rights and property through the 
transaction. Frock is not a carrier but is 
affiliated with H. M. Kelly, Inc., a motor 
carrier under MC-117036. Frock seeks 
authority to purchase the rights 
contained in Certificate No. MC-119834 
(Sub-No. 8), which authorizes the 
transportation of agricultural chemicals, 
fertilizers, insecticides, fungicides, and 
adhesives (except in bulk), from 
Hanover, PA, to those points in the U.S. 
in and west of MN, IA, MO, AR, and LA 
(except AK and HI); and those rights 
contained in Permit Nos. MC-124144 
(Sub-Nos. 6, 12, 18, and 20), which 
authorize the transportation of (1) 
agricultural chemicals (except in bulk), 
from Hanover, PA, to points in CA, WA, 
NV, OR, and AZ, under continuing 
contract(s) with Miller Chemical & 
Fertilizer Corporation of Hanover, PA; 
(2) chain and attachments and hardware 
therefor, cable, wire rope, and chain 
manufacturing machinery and 
equipment (a) from York, PA, to points 
in WA, OR, CA, ID, NV, MT, WY, UT, 
AZ, CO, NM, OK, and TX, (b) from 
Denver, CO, to points in AZ, CA, ID, 
NV, OR, UT, and WA, and (c) from 
York, PA, to points in FL, GA, NC, SC, 
AR, AL, TN, MO, KS, LA, and MS, under 
continuing contract(s) with Campbell 
Chain Company, of York, PA; and (3) 
iron and steel (with exceptions), from 
points in CA to York, PA, under 
continuing contract(s) with Campbell 
Chain Company of York, PA. 

Note—TA has been filed. 
[FR Doc. 82-1605 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Decision-Notice; 
Finance Applications 

As indicated by the finding below, the 
Commission has approved the following 
applications filed under 49 U.S.C. 10924, 
10926, 10931 and 10932. 

We find: 

Each transaction is exempt from 
section 11343 (formerly section 5) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, and complies 
with the appropriate transfer rules. 

This decision is neither a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment nor a 
major regulatory action under the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 
1975. 

Petitions seeking reconsideration must 
be filed within 20 days from the date of 
this publication. Replies must be filed 
within 20 days after the final date for 


filing petitions for reconsiderations; any 
interested person may file and serve a 
reply upon the parties to the proceeding. 
Petitions which do not comply with the 
relevant transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132.4 
may be rejected. 

If petitions for reconsideration are not 
timely filed, and applicants satisfy the 
conditions, if any, which have been 
imposed, the application is granted and 
they will receive an effective notice. The 
notice will indicate that consummation 
of the transfer will be presumed to occur 
on the 20th day following service of the 
notice, unless either applicant has 
advised the Commission that the 
transfer will not be consummated or 
that an extension of time for 
consummation is needed. The notice 
will also recite the compliance 
requirements which must be met before 
the transferee may commenrce 
operations. 

Applicants must comply with any 
conditions set forth in the following 
decision-notices within 30 days after 
publication, or within any approved 
extension period. Otherwise, the 
decision-notice shall have no further 
effect. 

It is Ordered: 

The following applications are 
approved, subject to the conditions 
stated in the publication, and further 
subject to the administrative 
requirements stated in the effective 
notice to be issued hereafter. 


By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC-FC-79834. By decision of June 1, 
1982, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to MEADE P. SAVAGE AND 
JAMES M. SAVAGE d.b.a. SAVAGE 
AND SON TRUCKING of W. 
Sacramento, CA of Certificate No. MC- 
151318, issued to CALIFORNIA 
CONTRACT CARRIERS OF W. 
Sacramento, CA authorizing: over 
irregular routes, printing paper, between 
the facility used by Simpson Paper 
Company in San Jaoquin County, CA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Arizona. Representative: Daniel W. 
Baker, 100 Pine St., Suite 2550, San 
Francisco, CA 94111. TA lease is not 
sought. Transferee is not a carrier. 


MC-FC-79847. By decision of June 1, 
1982, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to FRANK HABINOWSKI d.b.a. 
HEP TRANSPORTATION of Certificate 
No. MC-152411 (Sub-No. 1), issued to 
EMANON TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES, INC. authorizing the 
transportation of general commodites 
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(except household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Luzerne County, PA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
Transferee is a non-carrier. 
Representative: P. E. Myers, Suite 348, 
425 13th St., NW., Washington, DC 
20004—1879. 


MC-FC-35485. By decision of May 26, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
lease to Denver-Chicago Express Inc., of 
Omaha, NE of Certificate No. MC- 
127602 (Sub-Nos. 29 and the remaining 
sub parts of Sub-30) issued to Flatlands 
Express, Inc., of Litchfield Park, AZ 
authorizing general commodities (with 
exceptions), over described regular and 
irregular routes, serving named 
intermediate and off-route points 
between IA, MN, NE, ND, SD, CO, IL, 
IN, KS, KY, MI, MO, OH, WI, CA, NV, 
and UT for a period of 1 year. 
Representative: Samuel Rubenstein, P.O. 
Box 5, Minneapolis, MN 55440. TA lease 
is sought. Transferee is not a carrier. 

Note.—Although applicants seek 
permission to lease the above-described 
rights for a period of 3 years, Commission 
policy favors leasing arrangement of not 
more than 12 months. Inasmuch as the tax 
benefits to be gained by Flatlands through a 
3-year rather than an 1-year lease do not 
constitute sufficient cause for us to depart 
from Commission policy, our approval will be 
limited to 1-year. 


MC-FC-79716. By decision of May 7, 
1982, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to Isadore Spiegel d.b.a. Spiegel 
Trucking Co. of Permit No. MC-125770 
(Sub-No. 8) issued February 12, 1975 to 
Spiegel Trucking, Inc. authorizing the 


‘transportation of steel ammunition 


boxes and steel office and library 
furniture, from the facilities of Art 
Metal-U.S.A. of Newark, NJ to points in 
the United States (including AK but 
excluding HI) under continuing contract 
or contracts with Art Metal-U.S.A., of 
Newark, NJ. Applicant's representative 
is: Harold L. Reckson, 33-28 Halsey 
Road, Fair Lawn, NJ 07410. 

Note.—This notice corrects the notice 
published in the Federal Register, Vol. 47, No. 
98, Thursday, May 20, 1982, which contained 
certain inadvertent errors. 


MC-FC-79742. By decision of June 1, 
1982, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to MIDCOM SERVICES, INC., 
of Schaumberg, IL, of Permit No. MC- 
134206 (Sub-No. 2), issued to F & K MILK 
SERVICE, INC., of Burlington, WI, which 
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authorizes the transportation of dairy 
products, synthetic creams, puddings, 
fruit drinks, and noncarbonated 
beverages (except commodities in bulk), 
(1) from Whitewater WI, to points in IL, 
IN, IA, MI, OH, PA, NJ, NY, KY, and 
MO, and (2) from the plant sites of 
Hawthorn-Mellody, Inc.,'at points in IL, 
IN, IA, MI, OH, PA, NJ, NY, KY, and 
MO, to Whitewater, WI, under 
continuing contract(s) with Hawthorn- 
Mellody, Inc., of Chicago, IL. 
Representative: Allan B. Torhorst, 217 
East Jefferson Street, Burlington, WI 
53106. - 

Note.—Transferee is not a carrier. 

MC-FC-79769. By decision of June 1, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to VENTURE EXPRESS, INC. of 
Nashville, TN of a portion of Certificate 
No. MC-121821 (Sub-No. 13)X issued to 
TENNESSEE MOTOR LINES, INC. of 
Nashville, TN authorizing: general 
commodities (with usual exceptions), 
between Nashville, TN and Jasper, TN, 
over U.S. Hwy 41, serving all 
intermediate points. Representative: 
Paul M. Daniell, Suite 1200, 235 
Peachtree St., Atlanta, GA 30303. TA 
lease is not sought. Transferee is a 
carrier. 

MC-FC-79800. By decision of 6/1/82 
issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to R. F. TRUESDELL CO., INC. 
of Orlando, FL of Permit No. MC-6380 
(Sub-No. 11) issued to R. F. TRUESDELL, 
INC. of Orlando, FL, authorizing over 
irregular routes, such commodities as 
are used by or are dealt in by 
manufacturers of paper and paper 
products, between points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract{s) with Inland 
Container Corporation of Indianapolis, 
IN. Representative: Paul M. Daniell, 
Suite 1200, 235 Peachtree St., N.E., 
Atlanta, GA 30303. TA least is not 
sought. Transferee is not a carrier. 

MC-FC-79831. By decision of 5/26/82 
issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to HARLOW’S BUS SERVICE, 
INC., of Rolette, ND of Certificate No. 
MC-149340F issued to CLEM HEIDT, 
d.b.a. HEIDT BUS LINE, OF Dickinson, 
ND authorizing passengers and their 
baggage, in charter operations, between 
Dickinson, ND and Stark, Dunn, Billings, 
Golden Valley, McKenzie, Hettinger, 
Slope, Williams, and Bowman Counties, 
ND, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). Representative: Charles E. 


Johnson, P.O. Box 2056, Bismarck, ND. 
TA least is sought. Transferee is not a 
carrier. 

MC-FC-79832. By decision of 5/26/82 
issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to ALAPLEX 
TRANSPORTATION, INC. of Boaz, AL 
of a portion of Certificate No. MC- 
151551 (Sub-No. 1) issued to ALL 
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC. of 
Birmingham, AL authorizing as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
food products, between points in AL, 
AR, FL, GA, LA, MS, NC, SC, TN, and 
TX, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, and TX. 
Representative: Gerald D. Colvin, Jr., 603 
Frank Nelson Bidg., Birmingham, AL 
35203. TA lease is sought. Transferee is 
not a carrier. 

MC-FC-79840. By decision of May 26, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to Commuter Bus line, Inc. of 
Permit No. MC-106207 (Sub-No. 16) 
issued to New York-Keansburg-Long 
Branch Bus Co., Inc. authorizing the 
transportation of passengers and their 
baggage. Between points in Richmond 
and New York Counties, NY, under 
continuing contract(s) with Village Hills 
Riders Association of Staten Island, NY. 
Representative: Sidney J. Leshin, 3 East 
54th St., New York, NY 10022. 

Note(s).—Transferee is a non-carrier. 

MC-FC-79843. By decision of June 1, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to Bayside Waste Hauling & 
Transfer, Inc., d.b.a. Liquid Waste 
Disposal, of Seattle, WA, of Certificate 
No. MC-156410 issued to Liquid Waste 
Disposal Co. (a corporation), of Seattle, 
WA, authorizing: Hazardous waste and 
residuals, between points in King, 
Pierce, and Snohomist Counties, WA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in WA, OR, ID, NV, and UT. 
Representative: Jack R. Davis, 1100 IBM 
Bldg., Seattle, WA 98101. TA least is 
sought. Transferee is a carrier. 

Note(s).—MC-153147 (Sub-1), published in 
this Federal Register issue is a directly 
related matter. 

MC-FC-79848. By decision of June 1, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to INDUSTRIAL PROCESSING 
AND PACKAGING, INC. of Princeton, 
IL of Certificate No. MC-8515 (Sub-Nos. 
22, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 36, 38, 39, 42, and 43) 
issued to TOBLER TRANSFER, INC. of 
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Peru, IL authorizing Plastic, rubber 
preservatives, rubber accelerators, 
softeners, and commodities which are 
manufactured, sold, and distributed by 
manufacturers of rubber or plastic 
products, between Heny, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IN, IA, 
KY, MI, MN, MO, OH, PA, TN, WV, and 
WI; plastic and chemicals (except 
commodities irf bulk) between Ottawa, 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IA, IN, KY, MI, MN, MO, OH, 
TN, WI, and WV; iron and steel articles 
and materials, equipment, and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sale, and 
distribution of iron and steel articles, 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
Peru, IL, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IN, IA, MN, MO, OH, 
PA, and WI; chemicals (except 
commodities in bulk) from LaSalle, IL to 
points in PA, NC, SC, KY, OH, NY, KS, 
and MN; (a) iron and steel articles, and 
(b) materials, equipment, and supplies 
used in the manufacture, processing, and 
distribution of iron and steel articles, 
and (b) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
processing, and distribution of iron and 
steel articles, (1) between Bartonville, 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IN, IA, KS, KY, MI, MN, MO, 
NE, ND, OH, SD, and WI, (2) between 
Crawfordsville, IN, on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in IL, IA, KS, KY, 
MI, MN, MO, and WI, and (3) between 
Chicago Heights, IL, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IA (except 
Des Moines, points in Polk County, and 
points in IA west of US Hwy 69), IN, KS, 
MI, and WI; agricultural machine parts 
(except tractor parts), tractor parts, and 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and maintenance of 
tractors and agricultural machinery, 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities used by International 
Harvester at Canton, Rock Island, and 
East Moline, IL, and points in MN, IA, 
MO, OH, KY, KS, IA, MI, and WI; (1) 
alcoholic liquors, in bulk, or in 
containers, and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the production of the 
commodities in (1) above, between 
points in IL, on the one hand, and on the 
other, Bardstown, Cox’s Creek, 
Frankfort, and Louisville, KY; (1) metal 
couplings, rubber hose, and pipe fittings, 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture and distribution of 
commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between point in ~ 
CO, IL, KS, and MO; (1) alcoholic 
liquors (except in bulk), and (2) 
materials and supplies used in the 
production of alcoholic liquors (except 
in bulk), between points in AR, IL, KY, 
and LA, on the one hand, and on the 
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other, points in AR, IL, KY, LA, MT, WY, 
CO, NM, AZ, CA, TX, OK, KS, NE, SD, 
ND, MN, IA, MO, WI, TN, MS, AL, FL, 
GA, SC, NC, WV, PA, NY, OH, IN, and 
MI; and furniture and fixtures, and 
display material, between points in IL, 
NC, TX, UT, and MO, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the US. 
Transferee holds no authority the 
Commission. TA lease is not sought. " 
Representative: Leonard R. Kofkin, Esq., 
Suite 1515, 140 South Dearborn St., 
Chicago, IL 60603. 

MC-FC-79850. By decision of June 1, 
1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and 
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to C&J TRUCKING, INC. of 
Permit No. MC-158179 issued to A. 
Curtis Wood, d.b.a. C&J TRUCKING 
authorizing the transportation of clay, 
concrete, glass or stone products, 
between points inthe United States, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Indiana Glass Company, a Division of 
Lancaster Colony Corporation, of 
Dunkirk, IN. Representative: Robert W. 
Loser II, 1101 Chamber of Commerce 
Bldg., Indianapolis, IN 46204. 

Note(s).—{1) Transferee is a non-carrier. 

MC-FC-79851. By decision of 6/1/82 
issued under 49 U.S.C. 10924 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1133, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to RONALD J. HOVER, d.b.a. 
NEW HORIZON TOURS, of 
Binghamton, NY, of License No. MC- 
130788F issued to WILLIAM NEWLAND 
and RICHARD WASHINGTON, d.b.a. 
NEW HORIZON TOURS, of 
Binghamton, NY, authorizing brokerage 
service at Binghamton, NY as follows: 
passengers and their baggage, in special 
or charter operations, beginning and 
ending at points in NY (except 
Westchester, Putnam, and Dutchess 
Counties) and extending to Atlantic 
City, NJ. Representative: Jan L. 
Shephard, 230 Chenango St., 
Binghamton, NY 13901. Transferee is not 
a Carrier. 


Decision-Notice 


The following applications, filed on or 
after July 3, 1980, seek approval to 
consolidate, purchase, merge, lease 
operating rights and properties, or 
acquire control of motor carriers 
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11343 or 11344. 
Also, applications directly related to 
these motor finance applications (such 
as conversions, gateway eliminations, 
and securities issyances) may be 
involved. 

The applications are governed by 
Special Rule 240 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.240). See 
Ex Parte 55 (Sub-No. 44), Rules 


Governing Applications Filed by Motor 
Carriers Under 49 U.S.C. 11344 and 
11349, 363 1.C.C. 740 (1981). These rules 
provide among other things, that 
opposition to the granting of an 
application must be filed with the 
Commission in the form of verified 
statements within 45 days after the date 
of notice of filing of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 
Failure seasonably to oppose will be 
construed as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. If the 
protest includes a request for oral 
hearing, the request shall meet the 
requirements of Rule 242 of the special 
rules and shall include the certification 
required. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.241, A copy of any 
application, together with applicant's 
supporting evidence, can be obtained 
from any applicant upon request and 
payment to applicant of $10.00, in 
accordance with 49 CFR 1100.241(d). 

Amendments to the request for 
authority will not be accepted after the 
date of this. publication. However, the 
Commission may modify the operating 
authority involved in the application to 
conform to. the Commission's policy of 
simplifying grants of operating authority. 

We find, with the exception of those 
applications involving impediments (e.g., 
jurisdictional problems, unresolved 
fitness questions, questions involving 
possible unlawtul control, or improper 
divisions of operating rights) that each 
applicant has demonstrated, in 
accordance with the applicable 
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344, and 11349, and with the 
Commission's rules and regulations, that 
the proposed transaction should be 
authorized as stated below. Except 
where specifically noted this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor does it appear 
to qualify as a major regulatory action 
under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests as to the finance application or 
to any application directly related 
thereto filed within 45 days of 
publication (or, if the application later 
becomes unopposed), appropriate 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant (unless the application 
involves impediments) upon compliance 
with certain requirements which will be 
set forth in a notification of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. To 
the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant's 
existing authority, the duplication shall 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

-Applicant(s) must comply with all 
conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of authority within the time 
period specified in the notice of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

By the Commission, Review Board Number 
3, Members Krock, Joyce and Dowell. 

MC 153147 (Sub-1), filed May 17, 1982. 
Applicant: BAYSIDE WASTE HAULING 
& TRANSFER, INC., d.b.a. LIQUID 
WASTE DISPOSAL, 7201 West 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, WA 98106. 
Representative: Jack R. Davis, 1100 IBM 
Building, Seattle, WA 98101. 
Transporting hazardous waste between 
points in WA and OR on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in WA, OR, ID, 
NV and UT. 

Note.—This application is directly related 
to MC-FC-79843, published in this same 
Federal Register issue. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 62-16056 Filed 6-14-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9, 1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register on December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. Applications may be 
protested on/y on the grounds that 
applicant is not fit, willing, and able to 
provide the transportation service or to 
comply with the appropriate statutes 
and Commission regulations. A copy of 
any application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant's representative upon request 
and payment to applicant’s 
representative of $10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 

applications involving duly noted 


problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
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operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absense of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication (or, if the 
application later become unopposed), 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate applicant's other 
authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
. for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract”. 

Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman's Office, (202) 275-7326. 


Volume No. OP1-97 


Decided: June 7, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler and Fortier. 

MC 136461 (Sub-3), filed May 20, 1962. 
' Applicant: McKIMM MILK TRANSIT, 
INC., Highway 22 South, Hutchinson, 
MN 55350. Representative: Val M. 
Higgins, 1600 TCF Tower, 121 So. 8th St., 
Minneapolis, MN 55402, (612) 333-1341. 
Transporting for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
commodities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 


between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and Hj). 

MC 162230, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: MICHAEL'S COURIER 
SERVICE, INC., 4701 Maple Ave., 
Bethesda, MD 20814. Representative: 
Steven L. Weiman, Suite 200, 444 N. 
Frederick Ave., Gaithersburg, MD 20877, 
(301) 840-8565. Transporting shipments 
weighing 100 pounds or less if 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds 
between points in MD, VA, WV, PA, DE, 
NJ, NY, and DC. 


Volume No. OP2-115 


Decided: June 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 

MC 151123 (Sub-1), filed May 3, 1982. 
Applicant: T-A-T AIRFREIGHT INC., 
4401 N. W. 74th Ave., Miami, FL 33152. 
Representative: Dominick Antinoro 
(same address as applicant), 305-592- 
5492. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 157802 (Sub-3), filed May 26, 1982. 
Applicant: CONTRACT TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 4120, Dalton, GA 30721. 
Representative: Frank D. Hall, Suite 202, 
1750 Old Springhouse Lane, Atlanta, GA 
30338, 404-451-0401. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between Hedges, 
Centerpost, Chelsea, Telogo, and Menlo, 
GA, and Ewing, Jamestown, and 
Blanche, AL, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

Note.—The purpose of this application is to 
substitute motor carrier service for 
abandoned rail carrier service. 

MC 158613 (Sub-1), filed May 4, 1982. 
Applicant: TRICOR BUSINESS GROUP, 
INC., 1242 Tatamy Rd., Easton, PA 
18042. Representative: Roger D. 
Hershman, 22 Olde Mill Run, Medford, 
NJ 08055, 609-953-0423. Transporting (1) 
for or on behalf of the United States 
Government, general commodities 
(except used household goods, 
hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI); (2) shipments weighing 100 
pounds or less if transported in a motor 
vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI); (3) used 
household goods for the account of the 
United States Government incident to 
the performance of a pack-and-crate 
service on behalf of the Department of 
Defense, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI); and (4) as a broker 
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of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 161712, filed April 28, 1982. 
Applicant: M.K.M. ENTERPRISES, INC., 
75 Randolph Ave., Avenel, NJ 07001. 
Representative: Thomas F. X. Foley, P.O. 
Box F, Colts Neck, NJ 07722, 201-780- 
0300. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 


MC 161973, filed May 12, 1982. 
Applicant: JOHN L. WHITE, 7580 S. E. 
Lake Rd., Milwaukie, OR 97222. 
Representative: John L. White, 6744 W. 
Mariposa, Phoenix, AZ 85033 (602) 245- 
0593. Transporting food and other edible 
products and byproducts intended for 
Auman consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
limestone and fertilizers, and other soil 
conditioners, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 162162, filed May 24, 1982. 
Applicant: STEVE R. DANIELS, 1609 
Plath Ave., Yakima, WA 98902. 
Representative: Donna Carr, Rt, 8, Box 
215, Yakima, WA 98908, 509-966-5724. 
Transporting food and other edible 
products and byproducts intended for 
human consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
limestone and fertilizers, and other soil 
conditions, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


Vol. No. OP4-200 


Decided: June 7, 1962. 
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 


MC 162237, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: SWIFT ENTERPRISES, INC., 
7901 4th St., N., Suite 308, St. Petersburg, 
FL 33704. Representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut Ave., NW, 
Suite 1200, Washington, DC 20423 (202) 
785-0024. Transporting (1) shipments 
weighing 100 pounds or less if . 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, 
and (2) used household goods for the 
account of the United States 
Government incident to the performance 
of a pack-and-crate service on behalf of 
the Department of Defense, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


Vol. No. OP4-203 


Decided: June 9, 1982. 
’ By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 
MC 139506 (Sub-1),filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: SMITTY’S VAN & STORAGE 
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CO., 1417 N. 18th, Omaha, NE 68102. 
Representative: James F. Crosby, 7363 
Pacific St., Suite 210B, Omaha, NE 68114 
(402) 397-9900. Transporting (a) for or on 
behalf of the United States Government, 
general commodities (except used 
household goods, hazardous or secret 
materials, and sensitive weapons and 
munitions), (b) ee weighing 100 
pounds or less if transported in a motor 
vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, and (c) used 
household goods for the account of the 
United States Government incident to 

_ the performance of a pack-and-crate 
service on behalf of the Department of 
Defense, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and Hi). 


Vol. No. OP5-129 


Decided: June 8, 1962. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 151009 (Sub-5), filed May 25, 1982. 
Applicant: ATLANTA CARRIERS, 
INC.,1260 Southern Road, Morrow, GA 
30260. Representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, 
3390 Peachtree Road, N_E., Atlanta, GA 
30326 (404) 262-7855. Transporting, for 
or on behalf of, the United States 


sensitive and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. {except AK 
and Hj). 

MC 162309, filed May 1, 1982. 
Applicant: D. L J. MESSENGER d.b.a. A 
& G MESSENGER, 210 #12 Northern 
Boulevard, Bayside, NY 11361. 
Representative: Michael R. Werner, 241 
Cedar Lane, Teaneck, N} 07666 (201) - 
836-1144. Transporting shipments 
weighing 100 pounds or less if 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, 
between points in the U.S. {except AK 
and HI). 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16058 Filed 6-14-82, &45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9, 1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. A copy of any 


application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from any 
applicant's representative upon request 
and payment to applicant’s 
representative of $10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absense of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition, 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 


interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 

for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract”. 
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Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman’s Office, (202) 275-7326. 


Volume No. OP2-116 


Decided: June 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 

MC 2202 (Sub-680), filed May 24, 1982. 
Applicant: ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., 
1077 Gorge Blvd., P.O. Box 471, Akron, 
OH 44309. Representative: William O. 
Turney, 7101 Wisconsin Ave., Suite 
1010, Washington, DC 20014, 301-986- 
1410. T: ing general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with The Boeing Company, 
of Seattle, WA. 

MC 16513 (Sub-37), filed May 19, 1982. 
Applicant: REISCH TRUCKING AND 


- TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 1301 


Union Avenue, Pennsauken, NJ 08110. 
Representative: Russell R. Sage, P.O. 
Box 11278, Alexandria, VA 22312, (703) 
750-1112. Transporting general 
commodities (except household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and classes A and 


- B explosives), between points in the U.S. 


{except AK and HI}, under continuing 


_ contract({s) with International Tea 


Company of Pennsauken, NJ. 

MC 82492 (Sub-264), filed May 6, 1962. 
Applicant: MICHIGAN & NEBRASKA 
TRANSIT CO., INC., 2108 Olmstead Rd., 
Kalamazoo, MI 49001. Representative: 
Neil E. Hannan, P.O. Box 2853, 

MI 49003, 616-342-9824. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), (1) between points in Kalamazoo, 
MI and DC, and (2) between Hopewell, 
VA, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Kalamazoo, ML 

MC 105733 (Sub-90), filed May 19, 
1982. Applicant: RITTER 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 928 East 
Hazelwood Ave., Rahway, N} 07065. 
Representative: Chester A. Zyblut, 366 
Executive Building, 1030 Fifteenth Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20005, (202) 296- 
3555. Transporting general commodities 
(except household goods and classes A 
and B explosives), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and Hi), under a 
continuing contract(s) with contract 
with Shell Oil Company, of Houston, 
TX. 

MC 141382 (Sub-9}, filed May 10, 1962. 
Applicant: DON’S MOVING & 

DELIVERY SYSTEM, INC., 527 South 


- Fremont, Janesville, WI 53545. 


Representative: James A. Spiegel, Olde 
Towne Office Park, 6333 Odana Rd., 
Madison, WI, 608-273-1003. 
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Transporting foodstuffs and related 
products, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. in 
and east of MN, IA, MO, AR and LA. 

MC 146753 (Sub-23), filed May 17, 
1982. Applicant: SAM YOUNG, INC., 
P.O. Box 337, Wolcott, IN 47995. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 119 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., #500, 
Washington, DC 20006, 202-828-5015. 
Transporting rubber and plastic 
products and chemicals, between points 
in Vigo County, IN, and Beauregard 
Parish, LA, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 147402 (Sub-14), filed May 21, 
1982. Applicant: WACO DRIVERS 
SERVICE, INC. 138 Atando Ave., 
Charlotte, NC 28206. Representative: 
Car! L. Helms (same address as 
applicant), 704-377-5410. Transporting 
building materials and pulp, paper and 
related products, between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Gery Manufacturing Company, of 
Charlotte, NC. 

MC 147522 (Sub-2), filed May 17, 1982. 
Applicant: GEORGE J. BRZEZINSKI, 
d.b.a. SHUR-WAY MOVING & 
CARTAGE, 124 Baker Rd., Roundout, IL 
60044. Representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Suite 1200, Washington, DC 20036, 
202-785-0024. Transporting household 
goods, (1) between points in MI, IN, IL, 
and WI, and (2) between points in MI, 
IN, IL, and WI, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 149513 (Sub-2), filed May 17, 1982. 
Applicant: ACORD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Box 203AA, 
Route 3, Chandler, OK 74834. 
Representative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 
Suite 107, 50 Classen Center, 5101 North 
Classen Blvd., Oklahoma City, OK 
73118, 405-848-7946. Transporting 
commodities in bulk, between points in 
AR, CO, IA, IL, KS, LA, MO, NE, NM, 
OK, TN, and TX. 

MC 153993 (Sub-4), filed May 25, 1982. 
Applicant: TKN, INC., 1242 Shawmut 
Ave., New Bedford, MA 02746. 
Representative: Terrence Murphy (same 
address as applicant), 617-996-5620. 
Transporting electrical wire and cable 
and such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by manufacturers of electrical 
products, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Whitney Blake Company, of Hamden, 
CT 


MC 157212 (Sub-1), filed May 21, 1982. 
Applicant: DES MOINES PIGGYBACK 
SERVICES, INC., 4551 Delaware Ave., 
Des Moines, IA 50313. Representative: 


William L. Fairbank, 2400 Financial 
Center, Des Moines, IA 50309, 515-282- 
3525. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in IA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in AR, 
CO, IL, IN, KS, KY, LA, MI, MN, MO, 
NE, ND, OH, OK, SD, TN, TX, and WI. 

MC 161983, filed May 13, 1982. 
Applicant: BRUCE GRAY AND FLOYD 
GRAY, d.b.a. B. & F. TRANSPORT, 
Pleasant St., Monmouth, ME 04259. 
Representative: Bruce G. Gray (same 
address as applicant), 207-933-2348. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with (a) Giove Company, 
Inc., of Jamaica, NY, (b) Associated 
Grocers of Maine, Inc., of South 
Gardiner, ME, (c) D. Benedetto, Inc., of 
New York, NY, (d) Albany International- 
Technical Fabrics Div., of North 
Monmouth, NE, and (e) Boston Banana 
Co., Inc., of Chelsea, MA. 

MC 162103, filed May 20, 1982. 
Applicant: NUNLEY-GARDNER, INC., 
2006 N. Grand Ave., Evansville, IN 
47710. Representative: James A. Harris 
(same address as applicant), 812-423- 
3173. Transporting furniture and fixtures 
and household goods, between points in 
IN, IL, OH, MO, KY, TN, and MI. 

MC 162142, filed May 21, 1982. 
Applicant: VERL CARNEY, d.b.a. 
CARNEY TRUCKING, P.O. Box 627, 
Melvin, AL 36913. Representative: John 
A. Crawford, 17th Floor Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22567, 601- 
948-5711. Transporting (1) Jumber and 
wood products, and (2) forest products, 
between points in AL, AR, FL, GA, IL, 
IN, KY, LA, MO, MS, OH, OK, TN, and 
TX, under continuing contract(s) with 
Masonite Corporation of Chicago, IL. 


Volume No. OP4-199 


Decided: June 7, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 139587 (Sub-30), filed May 26, 
1982. Applicant: BROWN 
REFRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC., Route 
4, Box 601, Carthage, MO 64836. 
Representative: Patricia F. Scott, Laurie, 
MO 65038, (314) 374-9618. Transporting 
mait beverages, between points in 
LaCrosse County, WI, Ramsey County, 
MN, St. Clair County, IL, Bexar County, 
TX, and Vanderburgh County, IN, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Jasper County, MO. 

MC 147537 (Sub-4), filed May 26, 1982. 
Applicant WOODROW NORMAN 


CALDWELL, d.b.a WOODY’S 
TRANSFER AND STORAGE, 122 Old 
Stage Coach Rd., Dumfries, VA 22036. 
Representative: Carroll B. Jackson, 1810 
Vincennes Rd., Richmond, VA 23229, 
(804) 282-3809. Transporting household 
goods, between points in AL, AR, CO, 
DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, KS, KY, LA, MD, MO, 
MS, NC, NJ, NY, OH, OK, PA, SC, TN, 
TX, VA, WV, and DC. 

MC 158307 (Sub-1), filed May 28, 1982. 
Applicant: WAYNE BROWN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1109 Barlow St., 
Lafayette, IN 47903. Representative: 
Donald W. Smith, P.O. Box 40248, 
Indianapolis, IN 46240, (317) 846-6655. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with United Costing, Inc., of 
Chicago, IL. 

MC 162127, filed May 20, 1982. 
Applicant: GABRIEL B. AVILA, 
MATEUS E. MORIAS d.b.a. A.M. & S. 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 3009 Filbert 
St., Oakland, CA 94608. Representative: 
Mateus E. Morias, (same address as 
applicant), (415) 547-2905. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
CA. 

MC 162167, filed May 24, 1982. 
Applicant: RICH TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., 4510 Poplar Level Rd., 
Louisville, KY 40213. Representative: 
Steven K. Palmquist, 321 E. Brooks Ave., 
Clarksville, IN 47130, (812) 288-6668. 
Transporting transportation equipment, 
agricultural equipment, machinery, 
those commodities which because of 
their size or weight require the use of 
special handling or equipment and self- 
propelled vehicles, between points in 
AL, AR, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, 
KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, 
MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, NC, ND, OH, OK, 
PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, VT, VA, WV 
and WI. 


MC 162217, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: TRIANGLE TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, INC., 500 Penn Center Blvd., 
Pittsburgh, PA 15235. Representative: 
Thomas M. Mulroy, 1500 Bank Tower, 
307 Fourth Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 15222, 
(412) 471-3300. Transporting (1) 
Chemicals and related products, and (2) 
hazardous materials and waste 
materials, between points in the U.S., 
under contin contract(s) with RAD 
Services, Inc., d/b/a Triangle Resource 
Industries, of Pittsburgh, PA. Condition: 
The person or persons who appear to be 
engaged in common control of another 
regulated carrier must either file an 





application under 49 U.S.C. 11343{A) or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 


issuance of any authority please submit 
a copy of the affidavit or proof of filing 
the application(s) from common control 
to team 4, Room 2410. 

MC 162227, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: O. D. ANDERSON, d.b.a. 
ANDERSON TOURS, 153 Conneaut 
Lake Rd., Greenville, PA 16125. 
Representative: Maxwell A. Howell, 
1100 Investment Bldg., 1511 K Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20005, (202) 783- 
7900. To operate as a broker, at 
Greenville, PA, in arranging for the 
transportation of passengers and their 
baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. 
{including AK and HI). 


Volume No. OP4-201 


Decided: June 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 138206 (Sub-22}, filed May 27, 
1982. Applicant: TRULINE 
CORPORATION, 4455 S Cameron Ave., 
Las Vegas, NV 89103. Representative: 
Robert G. Harrison, 4299 James Dr., 
Carson City, NV 89701, (702) 882-5649. 
Transporting genera/ commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. {except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract{s) with Genstar Building 
Materials Co., of Irving, TX. 

MC 149576 (Sub-17), filed May 24, 
1982. Applicant: TRANS AMERICAN 
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC:, P.O. Box 
1247, Nixon Station, Edison, NJ 08818. 
Representative: R. M. McGraw {same 
address as applicant), (202) 985-2182. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. {except 
AK and HI). 

MC 160736, filed May 13, 1982, 
previously noticed in the Federal 
Register issue of May 26, 1982, and 
republished this issue. Applicant: 
DAVID R. BELL TRUCKING, 7718 
Kendall Rd., Pavilion, NY 14525. 
Representative: David R. Bell (same 
address as applicant), (716) 237-5078. 
Transporting agricultural fertilizer and 
soil conditioners, (a) between the ports 
of entry on the International Boundary 
line between the U.S. and Canada on 
the Niagara River in NY, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 


OH, Baltimore, MD, Wilmington, DE, 


and points in Shenandoah County, VA, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Monroe, Livingston, and 
Wyoming Counties, NY, under 
continuing ee with Genesee 
Lime Products, Inc., and DEM 
Equipment and Leasing, Inc., both of 
Rochester, NY. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to include the names of the contract shippers, 
which were inadvertently omitted from the 
previous notice. 

MC 162228, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: HELSER BROS. TRANSFER 
CO., 7077 NE Columbia Blvd., Portland, 
OR 97218. Representative: David C. 
White, 2400 SW Fourth Ave., Portland, 
OR 97201, (503) 226-6491. Transporting 
building materials, metal products, 
machinery and lumber and wood 
products, between points in OR and 
WA. 

MC 162236, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: LITTLE DONKEY - 
ENTERPRISES, INC., P.O. Box 822 
Estacada, OR 97023. Representative: 
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut 
Ave. NW, Suite 1200, Washington, D.C. 
20423, (202) 785-0024. Transporting (1) 
lumber and wood products, {2} metal 
products, and (3) machinery, between 
points in Washington and Multnomah 
Counties, OR, and San Bernardino 
County, CA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in WA, OR, CA, NV, 
MT, ID, UT, AZ, WY, CO, NM, OK, and 
TX. 

MC 162256, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: ACTION SKU TOURS, INC., 
10 Broadway, Amityville, NY 11701. 
Representative: Anthony J. Dinome, 128 
Grohmans Lane, Plainview, NY 11803, 
(516) 935-1714. As a broker at 
Amityville, NY, in arranging for the 
transportation of passengers and their 
baggage, between points in the U.S. 

MC 59666 (Sub-22}, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: TRAFIK SERVICES, INC., 25 
Esten Ave., Pawtucket, RI 02860. 
Representative: Robert A. Mega (same 
address as applicant), (401) 724-1200. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract{s) with Taylor Rental 
Corporation, of Springfield, MA. 


Volume No. OP4-202 


Decided: June 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 94636 (Sub-4), filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: WARSAW MOVING & 
STORAGE, INC., Route 15 North, P.O. 
Box 256, Warsaw, IN 46580. 
Representative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 
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Connecticut Ave., NW., Suite 1200, 
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 785-0024. 
Transporting household goods, between 
points in AL, AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, 
IA, KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, 
MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, NC, ND, OH, 
OK, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, ee VA, 
WV, WI, and DC. 

MC 113646 (Sub-24), filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: JEFFERSON TRUCK 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 17, National City, 
MI 48748. Representative: William B. 
Elmer, P.O. Box 801, Traverse City, MI 
49684, (616) 941-5313. Transporting 
genera! commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 


MC 140276 (Sub-9}, filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: LARRY SCHEFUS 
TRUCKING, INC., Rt. 1, Box 202, 
Redwood Falls, MN 56283. 
Representative: William J. Gambucci, 
525 Lumber Exchange Bidg., 
Minneapolis, MN 55402, (612) 340-0808. 
Transporting (1) farm equipment and 
machinery, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI}, under continuing 
contract(s}) with Wood and Conn, Inc., of 
Redwood Falls, MN and (2} Jumber and 
wood products, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and Hi}, under 
continuing contract(s} with Midwest 
Pacific Corporation, of Minneapolis, 
MN. 


MC 140276 (Sub-10), filed June 1, 1962, 
Applicant: LARRY SCHEFUS . 
TRUCKING, INC., Rt. 1, Box 202, 
Redwood Falls, MN 56283. 
Representative: William }. Gambucci, 
525 Lumber Exchange Bldg., 
Minneapolis, MN 55402, (612) 340-0808. 
Transporting metal products, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 143776 (Sub-53), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: C.D.B., INCORPORATED, 155 
Spaulding Ave., S.E., Grand Rapids, MI 
49506. Representative: C. Michael Tubbs 
(same address as applicant), (800) 253— 
9527. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points im the U.S. {except 
AK and Hi), under continuing 
contract(s) with Stone Container 
Corporation, of Chicago, IL. 

MC 148496 (Sub-3), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: O. W. SMITH TRANSPORT, 
INC., Route 3, Hwy 71 North, DeQueen, 
AR 72832. Representative: Thomas B. 
Staley, 1550 Tower Bldg., Little Rock, AR ~ 
72201, (501) 375-9151. Transporting stee/ 
and metal prodacts, between (a) points 
in Harris County, TX, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AR, and (b) 
between points in Pulaski County, AR 
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on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 
MC 151556 (Sub-5), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: ALLSTATE 
TRANSPORTATION C COMPANY, 2000 
West 96th St., Bloomington, MN 55431. 
Representative: Marvin M. Mueller 
(same address as applicant), (612) 881- 
3378. Transporting such commodities as 
are dealt in or used by manufacturers 
and distributors of ranges and 
microwave ovens, between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Litton Microwave Cooking Products, 
Inc., of Minneapolis, MN 


Volume No. OP5-128 


Decided: June 4, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 3419 (Sub-16), filed June 4, 1982. 
Applicant: THE CLEVELAND, 
COLUMBUS & CINCINNATI 
HIGHWAY, INC., 1375 Euclid Ave., One 
Playhouse Square, Cleveland, OH 44115. 
Representative: Elliott Bunce, Suite 1301, 
1600 Wilson Blvd., Arlington, VA 222209, 
(703) 522-0900. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Kmart Corporation, of Troy, MI. 

MC 79658 (Sub-20), filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: ATLAS VAN LINES, INC., 
1212 St. George Rd., P.O. Box 509, 
Evansville, IN 47711. Representative: 
Robert C. Mills (same address as 
applicant), 812-424-2222. Transporting 
household goods, between points in the 
U.S. under continuing contract(s) with 
Metropolitan Life Insurance Company of 
New York, NY. 

MC 110689 (Sub-17), filed May 25, 
1982. Applicant: AIRWAY TRUCKING 
CO., 4239 Newton Rd., Stockton, CA 
95204. Representative: Robert Fuller, 
13214 E. Penn St., Suite 310, Whittier, CA 
90602, (213) 945-3002. Transporting 
metal products; machinery; lumber and 
wood products; construction materials, 
equipment, and supplies; clay, concrete, 
glass or stone products; chemicals and 
related products; petroleum or coal 
products, rubber arid plastic products; 
and commodities which, because of size 
or weight, require special handling or 
equipment, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 128409 (Sub-10), filed June 4, 1982. 
Applicant: HAROLD MILLER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 603, 
Moorhead, MN 56560. Representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell, P.O. Box 2471, 


Transporting food and related products, 
belo points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 


with General Nutrition Corporation, of 
Pittsburgh, PA. 

MC 135989 (Sub-38), filed May 28, 
1982. Applicant: COAST EXPRESS, 
INC., 14280 Monte Vista Ave., Chino, 
CA 91710. Representative: William J. 
Lippman, P.O. Box 6060, Snowmass 
Village, CO 81615, (303) 923-4565. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in by manufacturers and 
distributors of automotive parts and 
accessories, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Century Wheel & Rim, of Commerce, 
CA. 

MC 139579 (Sub-15), filed May 27, 
1982. Applicant: GEORGE H. GOLDING, 
INC., 5879 Marion Drive, Lockport, NY 
14094. Representative: Raymond A. 
Richards, 35 Curtice Park, Webster, NY 
14580, (716) 265-9510. Transporting pulp, 
paper and related products, between 
points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with Packaging Corporation 
of America of Evanston, IL. 

MC 140149 (Sub-5), filed June 3, 1982. 
Applicant: M.C. BUNCH, INC., Route 1, 
Box 52, Lake City, AR 72437. 
Representative: James M. Duckett, 221 
W. 2nd, Suite 411, Little Rock, AR 72201, 
501-375-3022. Transporting general © 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with RSD 
Warehouse Company of City of 
Commerce, CA. 

MC 143649 (Sub-10), filed June 3, 1982. 
Applicant: FFGANBAUM TRUCKING, 
INC., Tripoli, [A 52676. Representative: 
Larry D. Knox, 600 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, IA 50309, (515) 244-2329. 
Transporting chemicals and related 
products, between points in Winona 
County, MN, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IA. 

MC 150308 (Sub-2), filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRANSFER 
SERVICE, INC., 401 East 20th St., 
Kansas City, MO 64180. Representative: 
Arthur J. Cerra, 2100 CharterBank 
Center, P.O. Box 19251, Kansas City, MO 
64141, (816) 842-8600. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Mid-West 
Terminal Warehouse Co. of Kansas 
City, MO. 

MC 151839 (Sub-5), filed June 3, 1982. 
Applicant: C & § TRUCKING, INC., P.O. 
Box 189, Suffolk, VA 23434. 
Representative: Blair P. Wakefield, Suite 
1001, First and Merchants, National 
Bank Bldg., Norfolk, VA 23510, 804-627- 
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0070. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in DE, GA, MD, 
NJ, NC, PA, SC, VA, WV, and DC. 

MC 153749 (Sub-3), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: REPUBLIC GYPSUM 
COMPANY, P.O. Drawer C, Duke, OK 
73532. Representative: Don L. Strange 
(same address as applicant), (405) 679- 
3391. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in AR, CO, IA, IL, 
KS, LA, MO, NE, NM, TN, WY, IN, TX, 
and OK. 

MC 153938 (Sub-10), filed June 5, 1982. 
Applicant: ENERGY EXPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 27605, Salt Lake City, UT 
84127. Representative: Norval Milsap 
(same address as applicant), (801) 364- 
4532. Transporting petroleum, natural 
gas and their products, between points 
in the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Central Petroleum Corporation, of 
Dallas, TX. 

MC 154779 (Sub-2), filed June 3, 1982. 
Applicant: ALLSTATE VAN LINES, 
INC., d.b.a. ALLSTATE MOVING & 
STORAGE CO., 11680 Grooms Rd., 
Cincinnati, OH 45242. Representative: 
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut 
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20036, 202- 
785-0024. Transporting household goods, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract{s) 
wth James River Corporation of 
Richmond, VA. 

MC 159189 (Sub-2), filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: MERRITT TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 18346, 
Greensboro, NC 27419-8346. 
Representative: Ralph McDonald, P.O. 
Box 2246, Raleigh, NC 27602 (919) 828- 
0731. Transporting liquefied petroleum 
gas, between points in NC and SC. 

MC 160399, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: FIFE, INC., Hilton, Rd., P.O. 
Box 329 Keokuk, IA 52632. ; 
Representative: Richard D. Howe, 600 
Hubbell Bidg., Des Moines, IA 50309 
(515) 244-2329. iron and 
steel articles, between points in Lee 
County, IA, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IL, IN, KS, MI, MN, MO, 
NE, OK, TX, and WI. 

MC 160609, filed May 4, 1982. 
Applicant: TOMAR, INC., Rt. 2, Box 274, 
Ridgeley, WV 26753. Representative: 
Dixie C. Newhouse, 1329 Pennsylvania 
Ave., P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, MD 
21740 (301) 797-6060. Transporting 
ventilator equipmeni, between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing pete nee sce Penn 
Ventilator Company, Inc., 

Philadelphia, PA. 
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MC 161069, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: ROFFERS BROTHERS 
TRUCKING, INC., 750 Glory Road, 
Green Bay, WI 54303. Representative: 
Nancy J. Johnson, 103 East Washington 
St., Box 218, Crandon, WI 54520 (715) 
478-3341. Transporting meat, meat 
products and meat by-products, 
between points in Brown County, WI, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI.) 

MC 162189, filed May 25, 1982. 
Applicant: LAND OCEAN 
‘TRANSPORT, INC., 2035 N. Miami Ave., 
Miami, FL 33127. Representative: 
Bernard C. Pestcoe, 201 Alhambra 
Circle, Suite 511, Coral Gables, FL 33134 
(305) 445-9668. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), (a) between points 
in Dade, Broward and Palm Beach 
Counties, FL, and (b) between points in 
Orange, Duval, Hillsborough, Pinnellas, 
Marion, Monroe, Collier and Lee 
Counties, FL, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Dade, Broward, and 
Palm Beach Counties, FL. 

MC 162219, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: HARRISON'S TOURING 
SERVICE, 9319-21 Gratiot, Detroit, MI 
48213. Representative: Warren A. 
Harrison (same address as applicant) 
(313) 923-4041. Transporting passengers 
and their baggage in same vehicle with 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between Detroit, MI and 
Cleveland, OH, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 162228, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: ALL PRO DISTRIBUTION, 
INC., 2700 Gaston Avenue, Dallas, TX 
75226. Representative: D. Paul Stafford, 
P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, TX 75245 (214) 
358-3341. Transporting general 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk, household goods and classes A 
and B explosives) moving under freight 
forwarder bills of lading between points 
in TX. 

MC 162229, filed May 27, 1982. 
Applicant: SANTAROSA TRUCKING, 
INC., 2445 Allen Ave., Niagara Falls, NY 
14303. Representative: August A. 
Iacovitti (same address as applicant) 
(716) 285-9101. Transporting petroleum 
or coal products and byproducts, 
between points in NJ, NY, OH, and PA, 
under continuing contract(s) with Simon 
Oil Company of Niagara Falls, NY, and 
Mobil Oil Corporation of Fairfax, VA. 

MC 162239, filed May 27, 1962. 
Applicant: SALEM CARRIERS, INC., 245 
Charlois Bivd., Winston-Salem, NC 
27103. Representative: Daniel J. 
Sweeney, Steven J. Kalish, Suite 1106, 
1750 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 


Washington, D.C. 20006 (202) 393-5710. 
Transporting (1) tobacco products under 
continuing contract(s) with Lorillard A 
Division of Loew's Theaters, Inc. of 
Greensboro, NC, and (2) clothing, under 
continuing contract(s) with the Hanes 
Hosiery Division of Consolidated Foods 
Corporation, of Winston-Salem, NC, 
between points in the U.S. 

MC 162288, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: LAWRENCE J. GIUSTO, 
d.b.a. LIBERTY TRANSPORTATION, 
13501 Oakland Drive, Burnsville, MN 
55337. Representative: Stanley C. Olsen, 
Jr., 5200 Willson Rd., Suite 307, Edina, 
MN 55424 (612) 927-8855. Transporting 
(1) general commodities (except classes 
A and B explosives, household goods, 
and commodities in bulk), between 
points in the U. S., including AK but 
excluding HI, under continuing 
contract(s) with Home Brands, Division 
of Peavey Company, of Minneapolis, 
MN, and (2) clay, concrete, glass or 
stone products, between points in the 
U.S., including AK but excluding HI, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Midland Glass Company, Inc., of 
Shakopee, MN. 

MC 162299, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: SYMONS TIRE, INC., 1264 N. 
Main St., Bishop, CA 93514. 
Representative: Robert G. Harrison, 4299 
James Drive, Carson City, NV 89701 
(702) 882-5649. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with The BF 
Goodrich Company of Akron, OH. 


Volume No. OP5-130 


Decided: June 8, 1962. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 50069 (Sub-572), filed May 21, 
1982. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL 
CORPORATION, 445 Earlwood Ave., 
Oregon, OH 43616. Representative: J. A. 
Kundtz, 1100 National City Bank Bldg., 
Cleveland, OH 44114 (216) 566-5659. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except household goods, and classes A 
and B explosives), between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Standard Oil Company, of Cleveland, 
OH, and its wholly-owned subsidiaries, 
BP Oil, Inc., Old Ben Coal Company, 
Vistron, Corporation, Mountaineer 
Carbon Company, and Sohio Petroleum 
Company, all of Cleveland, OH. 

MC 56799 (Sub-11), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: CLAXON TRUCK LINE, INC., 
P.O. Box 678, Frankfort, KY 40602. 
Representative: George M. Catlett, 700- 
702 McClure Bidg., Frankfort, KY 40601, 
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502-227-73—. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Franklin County, KY, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AL, GA, IL, 
IN, MD, Lower Peninsula of MI, MO, 
NC, NJ, NY, OH, PA, SC, TN, VA, WI 
and WV. 

Note.—Applicant proposes to tack the 
authority sought with its existing regular 
route authority. 

MC 97748 (Sub-2), filed June 1, 1962. 
Applicant: ARTHUR E. ROLLINS, d.b.a. 
KEELEY’S OVERLAND EXPRESS, 345 
Tremont St., Rehoboth, MA 02769. 
Representative: Robert A. Mega, 25 
Esten Ave., Pawtucket, RI 02860 (401) 
724-1200. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
CT, MA, and RI. 


MC 109818 (Sub-100), filed May 28, 
1982. Applicant: WENGER TRUCK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 3427, Davenport, IA 
52808. Representative: Larry D. Knox, 
600 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, IA 50309, 
515-244-2329. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in - 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with General 
Foods Corporation of White Plains, NY, 
and its subsidiaries Birds Eye, Inc., of 
White Plains, NY, and Oscar Mayer and 
Co., Inc., of Madison, WI. 


MC 133858 (Sub-3), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: THE COTTER GARAGE 
CORPORATION, 86 Granby St., 
Bloomfield, CT 06002. Representative: 
James T. Graham, One Constitution 
Plaza, Hartford, CT 06103, 203-547-1120. 
Transporting passengers and their 
baggage and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, limited to the 
transportation of not more than 8 
passengers in the vehicle (excluding the 
driver), beginning and ending at 
Hartford, East Hartford, Farmington and 
Bloomfield, CT, and extending to New 
York, NY, under continuing contract(s) 
with Aetna Life & Casualty Company, 
and United Technologies Corporation 
both of Hartford, CT, and Connecticut 
General Corporation of Bloomfield, CT. 


MC 139629 (Sub-7), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: BOOTH REFRIGERATED 
LINES, INC., 1308 16th Ave., Central 
City, NE 68826. Representative: James F. 
Crosby, 7363 Pacific St., Suite 210B, 
Omaha, NE 68114, 402-397-9900. 
Transporting food and related products, 
between points in NE, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 
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MC 145869 (Sub-6), filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: WILLIS TRUCKING CO., 
INC., Route 2, Willia, VA 24380. 
Representative: Terrell C. Clark, P.O. 
Box 25, Stanleytown, VA 24168, 703- 
629-2818. Transporting textile mill 
products, between points in Floyd 
County, VA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CA. 

MC 147868 (Sub-4), filed May 26, 1982. 
Applicant: OKLAHOMA WESTERN 
LINES, INC., 1100 North Broadway, 
Checotah, OK 74426. Representative: 
Thomas A. Stroud, 109 Madison Ave., 
Memphis, TN 38103, (901) 526-2900. 
Transporting (1) dryset mortars and (2) 
tile, between Birmingham, AL, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
GA, AR, TX, OK, LA, MS, and TN. 

MC 151699 (Sub-2), filed June 3, 1982. 
Applicant: BDL TRUCKING, INC., 18026 
Ute St., N.W., Anoka, MN 55303. 
Representative: Stanley C. Olsen, Jr., 
5200 Willson Road, Suite 307, Edina, MN 
55424, (612) 927-8855. Transporting (1) 
precut log homes, between points in 
Warren County, PA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IA, IL, IN, 
MI, MN, ND, OH, SD, and WI, and (2) 
such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by manufacturers and distributors 
of machinery, between points in the U.S. 
(including AK but excluding HI). 

MC 15118 (Sub-8), filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: T.D.S. TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 1700 South Wolf Road, Des 
Plaines, IL 60018. Representative: Julie L. 
Roper (same address as applicant), (312) 
298-8800. Transporting general 
commodities (except household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and classes A and 
B explosives), between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Charles McAlpin 
Brokerage, Inc., of Decatur, AL, Denver 
Oil Company, of Oklahoma City, OK, 
Dennison National, of Holyoke, MA, 
Lippincott Industries, Inc., of Aurora, 
NE, and Leslie Paper Company, of 
Minneapolis, MN. 

MC 155599 (Sub-2), filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: ROBERT STOCK, d.b.a. 
STOCK TRANSPORT, Lebanon, IL 
62254. Representative: Edward D. 
McNamara, Jr., Leslieann G. Maxey, 907 
South Fourth St., Springfield, IL 62703, 
(217) 528-8476. Transporting foundry 
supplies, between St. Louis, MO and 
points in Madison County, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in KS, 
under continuing contract(s) with St. 
Louis Coke & Foundry Supply Co., of St. 
Louis, MO. 

MC 158989 (Sub-1), filed May 28, 1982, 
Applicant: EASTERN GILLETTE, INC., 
20 Paulina St., Somerville, MA 02144. 
Representative: Ronald I. Shapss, 450 
7th Ave., New York, NY 10123, (212) 


239-4610. Transporting printed matter, 
between points in MA, CT, RI, NH, NY, 
and VT, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in TN, IL, NY, PA, IN, NJ, 
MA, NH, RI and OH. Condition: The 
person or persons who appear to be 
engaged in common control of another 
regulated carrier must either file an 
application under 49 U.S.C. 11343(A) or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary to the 
Secretary’s office. In order to expedite 
issuance of any authority please submit 
a copy of this affidavit or proof of filing 
the application(s) for common control to 
Team 5 Room 6370. 

MC 160649, filed May 28, 1982, 
Applicant: SMALLEY TRUCKING 
COMPANY, 1709 Duke Rd. (P.O. Box 
486), Sutherlin, OR 97479. 
Representative: Michael J. Smalley 
(same address as applicant), 503-459- 
4838. Transporting (1) /umber and wood 
products, (2) building materials (except 
those in (1)), bvetween points in OR, 
WA, CA, NV, ID, UT, AZ, MT, WY, CO, 
and NM; (3)-waste paper, paper and 
paper products, between points in OR, 
WA, CA, NV, ID, UT, and AZ; (4) 
agricultural chemicals and related 
products, between points in OR, WA, 
CA, ID, NV, UT, MT, and ND. 

MC 161278, filed June 1, 1982, 
Applicant: K CROWN CARTAGE, INC., 


4225 West 107th St., Oak Lawn, IL 60453. 


Representative: Richard A. Kerwin, 180 
North LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60601, 
(312) 332-5106. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with R & A Distributing Corporation of 
Des Plaines, IL, and S-W Distributors, 
Inc., of Berkeley, IL. ; 

MC 161979, filed May 14, 1982. 
Applicant: BEN C. WILLIAMS BAKERY 
SERVICE, INC., 6000 Denton Dr., Dallas, 
TX 75235. Representative: D. Paul 
Stafford, P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, TX 
75245, 214-358-3341. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
wholesale and retail bakeries, between 
points in TX, TN, NM, AL, AR, CO, GA, 
KS, KY, LA, MS, MO, OK, and IL. 

MC 162089, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: BODWAY TRUCKING, INC., 
7660 Gainesville Ave., Jacksonville, FL 
32208. Representative: Sol H. Proctor, 
1101 Blackstone Bldg., Jacksonville, FL 
32202, (904) 632-2300. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods 
as defined by the Commission), between 
those points in the U.S. in and east of 
ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, and TX. 

MC 162218 (Sub-1), filed May 17, 1982. 
Applicant: S.J.F. TRANSFER CORP., 11 


Suncrest Dr., Dix Hills, NY 11746. 
Representative: Terrell C. Clark, P.O. 
Box 25, Stanleytown, VA 24168, 703 629- 
2818. Transporting (1) pulp, paper and 
related products, between points in 
Hanover County, VA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CT, FL, GA, 
IL, IN, KY, MD, NC, NJ, NY, OH, PA, SC, 
and WV; (2) food and related products, 
between Baltimore, MD, and points in 
Hillsboro County, NH, and James City 
County, VA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, New York, NY, points in 
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, NY, and 
points in NJ; (3) containers, between 
points in Vigo County, IN, Scott County, 
MN, Okmulgee County, OK, Houston 
County, GA, and Monmouth County, Nj, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, those 
points in the U.S. in and east of MN, IA, 
MO, KS, OK, and TX; and (4) such 
commodities as are dealt in by drug, 
grocery, or discount stores, between 
points in DE, FL, GA IL, MD, OH, PA, 
NJ, and VA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, 
IN, MA, MD, ME, MI, NC, NH, NJ, NY, 
OH, PA, RI, SC, VA, VT, and DC. 


MC 162238, filed May 28, 1982. 
Applicant: BENNIE ANGERER, 5191 
Marland SW., Navarre, OH 44662. : 
Representative: Richard H. Brandon, 220 
W. Bridge St., P.O. Box 97, Dublin, OH 
43017, 614-889-2531. Transporting 
bakery goods, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Nickles Bakery, Inc., of 
Navarre, OH. 


MC 162268, filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: SWIFT MESSENGER & 
TRUCKING CO., 3950 West Lunt Ave., 
Lincolnwood, IL 60645. Representative: 
Joseph Winter, 29 South LaSalle St., 
Chicago, IL 60603, (312) 263-2306. 
Transporting shipments weighing 100 
pounds or less if transported in a motor 
vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. {except AK and HI). 


MC 162308, filed June 2, 1982. 
Applicant: HAYES-ALBION 
TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION, 
1999 Wildwood Ave., Jackson, MI 49202. 
Representative: William H. Borghesani, 
Jr., 1150 17th Street NW., Suite 1000, 
Washington, DC 20036, 202-457-1122. 
Transporting (1) automobile, truck and 
tractor parts, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract{s) with Detroit Diesel Division 
of G.M.C., of Detroit, MI; Melling Tool 
Company of Jackson, MI; Bendix Heavy 
Vehicle Systems Group of Elyria, OH; 
and Chrysler Corporation of Detroit, MI, 
and (2) scrap grinding wheels, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 





under continuing contract(s) with 
Jackson Abrasives of Jackson, MI. 


James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16059 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
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Decided: June 8, 1982. 


The following restriction removal 
applications, filed after December 28, 
1980, are governed by 49 CFR 1137. Part 
1137 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86747. 

Persons wishing to file a comment to 
an application must follow the rules 
under 49 CFR 1137.12. A copy of any 
application can be obtained from any 
applicant upon request and payment to 
applicant of $10.00. 

Amendments to the restriction 
removal applications are not allowed. 

Some of the applications may have 
been modified prior to publication to 
conform to special provisions applicable 
to restriction removal. 

Canadian Carrier Applicants: In the 
event an application to transport 
property, filed by a Canadian domiciled 
motor carrier, is unopposed it will be 
reopened on the Commission’s own 
motion for receipt of additional evidence 
and further consideration in light of the 
record developed in Ex Parte No. MC- 
157, Investigation Into Canadian Law 
and Policy Regarding Applications of 
American Motor Carriers For Canadian 
Operating Authority. 


Findings 


We find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
requested removal of restrictions or 
broadening of unduly narrow authority 
is consistent with the criteria set forth in 
49 U.S.C. 10922{h). 

In the absence of comments filed 
within 25 days of publication of this 
decision-notice, appropriate reformed 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant. Prior to beginning operations 
under the newly issued authority, 
compliance must be made with the 
normal statutory and regulatory 
requirements for common and contract 
carriers. 


By the Commission, Restriction Removal 
Board, Members Shaffer, Ewing, and 
Williams. ° 
James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

MC 2202 (Sub-682)xX filed June 1, 1982. 
Applicant: ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 471, Arkron, OH 44309. 
Representive: William O. Turney, 7101 
Wisconsin Ave., Suite 1010, 
Washington, DC 20814, Sub-No. 643, 
remove the restriction against the 
transportation of commodities requiring 
special equipment in its general 
commodity authority. 

MC 20582 (Sub-13)X, filed June 1, 1962. 
Applicant: HENRY H. STEVENS, INC., 
1273 Broadway, Flint, MI 48506. 
Representative: Wilhelmina Boersma, 
1600 First Federal Bldg., Detroit, MI 
48226. Lead and Subs 2, 5, 6G, 7, 8 and 9 
certificates, and letter notices E-1 
through E-44. Broaden household goods 
to “household goods and furniture and 
fixtures” in each of the above 
authorities. 

MC 126373 (Sub-4)X, filed May 3, 1982. 
Applicant: BONHAM’S SPECIAL 
DELIVERY, INC., d.b.a. BONHAM’S 
SPECIAL DELIVERY, P.O. Box 6584, 
Charleston, WV 25302. Representative: 
John M. Freidman, 2930 Putnam Ave., 
P.O. Box 426, Hurricane, WV 25526. 
Lead certificate, remove: (1) Except 
commodities of unusual value from 
authority to transport general 
commodites (with exceptions); (2) ex-air 
restriction; and (3) restrictions limiting 
service to named airports, and broaden 
to the following counties or cities: (a) 
Kanawha County Airport, at Charleston, 
WV (Kanawha and Putnam Counties, 
WV), (b) Greater Pittsburgh Airport, in 
Moon Township, PA (Allegheny, 
Washington, Westmoreland, Butler, and 
Beaver Counties, PA), (c) Washington 
National Airport in Arlington County 
(Washington, DC), (d) Dulles 
International Airport in Fairfax and 
Loudoun Counties (Arlington, Fairfax, 
and Loudoun Counties, VA) (e) 
Baltimore Washington International 
Airport in Anne Arundel County 
(Baltimore, MD), (f) Cincinnati 
Municipal Airport, in Hamilton County, 
OH and Greater Cincinnati Airport, in 
Boone County, KY, (Campbell, Boone, 
and Kenton Counties, KY, Hamilton, 
Butler, Warren, and Clermont Counties, 
OH), (g) Columbus Municipal Airport, in 
Franklin County, OH (Franklin, Union, 
Delaware, Licking, Fairfield, Madison, 
and Pickaway Counties, OH), (h) 
Cleveland Hopkins Airport, near 
Cleveland, OH (Cuyahoga, Lake, Lorain, 
Medina, Summit, and Geauga Counties, 
OH), (i) J. M. Cox Municipal Airport, 
near Dayton, OH (Montgomery, Greene, 
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Clark, and Miami Counties, OH), (j) 
Douglas Municipal Airport, near 
Charlotte, NC (Mecklenburg, Union, 
Gaston, and Cabarrus Counties, NC and 
York County SC), and (k) Weir Cook 
Municipal Airport, near Indianapolis, IN 
(Marion, Hancock, Boone, Hamilton, 
Hendrix, Johnson, Morgan, and Shelby 
Counties, IN). 


MC 135128 (Sub-2)X, filed May 27, 
1982. Applicant: CLEVELAND 
CARTAGE SERVICE, INC., 3600 Bridge 
Rd., Cleveland, OH 44102. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, 100 
East Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. 
Lead certificate (1) broaden steel drums 
and steel pails to “metal products”; (2) 
change one-way to radial authority; (3) 
change facilities at Cleveland, OH to 
Cuyahoga County, OH; and (4) remove 
restriction against the transportation of 
steel drums and steel pails, when moved 
as contractor’s equipment and supplies, 
between the Cleveland facilities and 
specified areas in MI and PA. 


MC 139843 (Sub-20)X, filed May 24, 
1982. Applicant: VERNON G. SAWYER, 
P.O. Box 847, Bastros, LA 71220. 
Representative: Barry Weintraub, Suite 
510, 8133 Leesburg Pike, Vienna, VA 
22180. Lead and Sub-Nos. 2, 3F, 5F, 6F, 
8F, 11F, 12F, and 14F certificates: 
Broaden (1) commodities: Lead 
certificate, to “lumber and wood 
products” from wood residuals; Sub 2, 
“food and related products” from feed 
and feed ingredients; Subs 3 and 11, 
“pulp, paper and related products” from 
paper, paper products, and pulpboard, 
and “machinery” from paper mill 
machinery; Sub 5, “lumber and wood 
products” from turned wood products; 
Sub 6, “machinery, clay, concrete, glass 
or stone products, and plastic and 
rubber products,” from refractories and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and repair of refractories; 
Subs 8 and 14, “clay, concrete, glass or 
stone products” from clay, sweeping 
compounds, and absorbents; and Sub 12, 
“rubber and plastic products,” from 
plastic film and sheeting; (2) facilities 
and named points to countywide 
authority: Sub 2, Morehouse Parish, LA 
(facilities near Mer Rouge); Subs 3, 11, 
and 12, Ashley and Jefferson Counties, 
AR (facilities near Crossett and Pine 
Bluff), Ouachita Parish, LA (Monroe), 
Hinds County, MS (Jackson), Lincoln 
Parish, LA (Ruston), and Lowndes 
County, MS (Columbus); Subs 5 and 6, 
Morehouse Parish, LA (Bastrop); and 
Sub 8, Thomas County, GA (facilities 
near Ochlocknee); (3) from one-way to 
radial authority; and (4) remove: (a) 
“except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicle” restrictions in Subs 2, 3, 6, 8, 
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and 11, and (b) “originating at and 
destined to” restriction in Subs 2, 3, 5, 6, 
8, 11, and 12. 

{FR Doc. 82-16057 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the requirements contained in Title 49 
of the Code of Federal Regulations, 

§ 1121.23, that The Chessie System has 
filed with the Commission its amended 
color-coded system diagram map in 
docket No. AB18 (SDM). The 
Commission on June 1, 1982, received a 
certificate of publication as required by 
said regulation which is considered the 
effective date on which the system 
diagram map was filed. 

Color-coded copies of the map have 
been served on the Governor of each 
state in which the railroad operates and 
the Public Service Commission or 
similar agency and the State designated 
agency. Copies of the map may also be 
requested from the railroad at a nominal 
charge. The maps also may be examined 
at the office of the Commission, Section 
of Dockets, by requesting docket No. AB 
18 (SDM) ! 

James H. Bayne, 

Actaing Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82~16053 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[AB 26 (SDM) } 


Southern Railway Co.; Amended 
System Diagram Map 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the requirements contained in Title 49 
of the Code of Federal Regulations, 

§ 1121.23, that the Southern Railway 
Company has filed with the Commission 
its amended color-coded system 
diagram map in docket No. AB 26 
(SDM). The Commission on May 19, 
1982, received a certificate of 
publication as required by said 
regulation which is considered the 


1 AB 18 (SDM), The Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railway Company, AB 19 (SDM), The Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company, and AB 69 (SDM), The 
Western Maryland Railway Company. 

1 AB 26 (SDM) includes its consolidated 
subsidiaries: AB 27 (SDM), The Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad Company; AB 28 (SDM), Central 
of Georgia Railroad Company; AB 29 (SDM), The 
Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific Railway 
Company; AB 30 (SDM), Georgia Southern and 
Florida Railway Company; AB 64 (SDM), 
Chattanooga Station Company; AB 118 (SDM), 
Albany Passenger Terminal Company; and AB 125 
(SDM), Norfolk Southern Railway Company. 


effective date on which the system 
diagram map was filed. 

Color-coded copies of the map have 
been served on the Governor of each 
state in which the railroad operates and 
the Public Service Commission or 
similar agency and the State designated 
agency. Copies of the map may also be 
requested from the railroad at a nominal 
charge. The maps also may be examined 
at the office of the Commission, Section 
of Dockets, by requesting docket No. AB 
26 (SDM). 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16054 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Ex Parte No. 311 (Sub-4)] 


Modification of the Motor Carrier Fuel 
Surcharge Program 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Change in owner-operator fuel 
reimbursement 


SUMMARY: Due to an increase in the 
nationwide average cost of diesel fuel, 
owner-operator reimbursement has 
increased from 13 to 13.5 cents per mile. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: This decision will beE— 
effective 10 working days from 
publication in the Federal Register 
(effective on June 29, 1982). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lee Alexander (202) 275-7723, 

Ted Kalick (202) 275-6446, 

Alan Rothenberg (202) 275-7597, 
Richard Shullaw (202) 275-7639. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a 
decision served May 28, 1982 (47 FR 
24228, June 3, 1982), the Commission 
established owner-operator 
reimbursement as 13 cents per mile for 
all carrier-related business miles. This 
change will become effective June 17, 
1982. As noted in the October 8, 1981 
decision (46 FR 50070, October 9, 1981), 
the mileage payment will change when 
the price of fuel in conjunction with the 
reimbursement formula causes the figure 
to rise or decline by .5 cents per mile. 

As of June 7, 1982, the current price of 
diesel fuel was 127.1 cents per gallon. 
The reimbursement figure is 13.5. Ten 
working days after publication of the 
notice in the Federal Register (on June 
29, 1982), carriers shall reimburse 
owner-operators at a minimum of 13.5 
cents per mile. : 

During this 10-day period or after, if 
they choose, carriers may-adjust their 
rates to reflect the change in owner- 
operator reimbursement by using the 10- 
day notice provisions of Special 
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Permission No. 81-2500 (see Part 2 of 
Appendix B and Appendix C to the 
October 8 decision). All other normal 
rate-making avenues are also available. 

Notice shall be given to the general 
public by mailing a copy of this decision 
to the Governor of each State having 
jurisdiction over transportation by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., for 
public inspection and by depositing a 
copy with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register, for publication. 

Decided: June 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice 
Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners Gresham, 
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82~-16212 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Employment and Training 
Administration 


[TA-W-13,208] 


Doreen Fashions, Newark, New Jersey; 
Termination of investigation 


Pursuant to Section 221 of the Trade 
Act of 1974, an investigation was 
initiated on February 8, 1982 in response 
to a petition received on January 29, 
1982 which was filed by the 
International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union on behalf of former workers at 
Doreen Fashions, Newark, New Jersey. 

The investigation revealed that 
Doreen Fashions, Newark, New Jersey 
was in operation for three months, from 
April 1981 through June 1981, at which 
time the firm ceased to exist. 

Due to the short term of operation of 
Doreen Fashions, it is not possible to 
determine trends of sales and 
production and to statistically measure 
the impact of imports. In addition, 
worker qualifying requirements in 
Section 231 of the Act may not be met 
by any former employees of Doreen 
Fashions. Consequently, the 
investigation has been terminated. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 4th day of 
June 1982. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR Doc. 8216082 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-41 
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Determinations Regarding Eligibility 
To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 


In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2273) the 
Department of Labor herein presents 
summaries of determinations regarding” 
eligibility to apply for adjustment 
assistance issued during the period May 
31, 1982-June 4, 1982. 

In order for an affirmative 
determination to be made and a 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
adjustment assistance to be issued, each 
of the group eligibility requirements of 
Section 222 of the Act must be met. 

(1) That a significant number or 
proportion of the workers in the 
workers’ firm, or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof, have become totally 
or partially separated, 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of the firm or subdivision have 
decreased absolutely, and 

(3) That increases of imports of 
articles like or directly competitive with 
articles produced by the firm or 
appropriate subdivision have 
contributed importantly to the 
separations, or threat thereof, and to the 
absolute decline in sales or production. 
Negative Determinations 

In each of the following cases the 
investigation revealed that criterion (3) 
has not been met. A survey of customers 
indicated that increased imports did not 
contribute importantly to worker 
separations at the firm. 

TA-W-12,620; The Arrow Co., Troy, NY 

TA-W-12,613; The Selmer Co., Elkhart, 
IN 

TA-W-12,566; Quatro Knits, Inc., 
Newburgh, NY 

TA-W-12,648; Crown Pants Co., 
Hammonton, NJ 

TA-W-12,608; MKD Corp., Cherry Hill, 


NJ 
In the following case the investigation 
revealed that criterion (3) has not been 
met. Increased imports did not 
contribute importantly to workers 
separations at the firm. 
TA-W-12,709; Junior Colony Fashions, 
Ltd, New York, NY 
In the following cases the 
investigation revealed that criterion (3) 
has not been met for the reasons 
specified. 
TA-W-12,137; Zenith Electronics Corp. 
of Missouri, Springfield, MO 
The investigation revealed that 
criterion (3) has not been met. Aggregate 
U.S. imports of color televisions did not 
increase as required for certification. 
TA-W-12,621; Cluett Peabody & Co., 
Inc., Troy, NY 


A significant number or proportion of 
the workers of the firm were not totally 
or partially separated as required for 
certification. 


Affirmative Determinations 


TA-W-12,202; Russell, Burdsall & Ward 
Corp., Kent, Oh Plant (Formerly of 
Lamson & Sessions Co.) 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on January 29, 
1981 covering all workers separated on 
or after March 23, 1980. 


TA-W-12,790; South Bend Lathe, Inc., 
South Bend, IN ~ 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on June 15, 1981 
covering all workers separated on or 
after February 1, 1981. 


TA-W-12,700; Harvey Manufacturing 
Corp., Mt. Clemens, MI 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on May 11, 1981 
covering all workers separated on or 
after May 1, 1980 and before August 1, 
1980. 


TA-W-12,713; Dee Knitting Mills, 
Farmingdale, NY 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on May 20, 1981 
covering all workers separated on or 
after November 15, 1980 and before June 
1, 1981. 


TA-W-12,714; Dippy Knits, Inc., 
Farmingdale, NY 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on May 20, 1981 
covering all workers separated on or 
after November 15, 1980 and before June 
1, 1981. 


TA-W-12,718; Three Dee Knitting, 
Farmingdale, NY 


A certification was issued in response 
to a petition received on May 20, 1981 
covering all workers separated on or 
after November 15, 1980 and before June 
1, 1981. 

- [hereby certify that the 
aforementioned determinations were 
issued during the period May 31, 1982- 
June 4, 1962. Copies of these 
determinations are available for 
inspection in Room 10,332, U.S. 
Department of Labor, 601 D Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20213 during normal 
business hours or will be mailed to 
persons who write to the above address. 

Dated: June 8, 1962. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

{FR Doc. 88-16084 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4610-30-M 
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[TA-W-12,799] 


Jay Clothing Industries, Elizabeth, New 
Jersey; Termination of Investigation 


Pursuant to Section 221 of the Trade 
Act of 1974, an investigation was 
initiated on June 29, 1981 in response to 
a petition received on June 24, 1961 
which was filed by the International 
Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union on 
behalf of former workers at Jay Clothing 
Industries, Elizabeth, New Jersey. 

The petitioner has requested that the 
petition be withdrawn. Consequently, 
further investigation in this case would 
serve no purpose and the investigation 
has been terminated. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 3rd day of 
June 1982. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR Doc. 82-16083 Filed 6-14-82; 845 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 


[Notice (82-34)] 


National Environmental Policy Act; 
Finding of No Significant impact 


AGENCY: National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 


ACTION: Notice of Finding of No 
Significant Impact. 


summary: Astrophysical research has 
been a primary objective of NASA since 
the beginning of space exploration. The 
unique perspective of space, free from 
the disturbing effects of the atmosphere, 
enables the study of the Sun, the solar 
system, and the rest of the universe to 
be observed in ways which are not 
possible from the surface of the Earth. 
Gamma ray astronomy is one such field 
of study. These very high energy 
photons of light are absorbed so 
strongly by the Earth’s atmosphere that 
they are virtually undetectable from the 
ground. 


The Gamma ray Observatory (GRO) 
has been proposed to meet NASA's 
needs for gamma ray research during 
the late 1980’s. This program involves 
placing into low-earth orbit a 12-ton 
spacecraft which includes in its 
complement of scientific instruments 
sensitive devices for the detection of 
gamma rays. Both imaging and 
spectroscopic information will be 
received about some of the most exotic 
and strange objects in the universe, 
including quasars, black holes, neutron 
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stars, and the erratically variable 
sources known as “bursters.” 

The GRO will be a free-flying 
observatory orbiting the Earth in a 
circular orbit at an altitiude between 250 
and 500 km. It will be placed into orbit 
by the Space Transportation System 
(Shuttle) and is to be returned to Earth 
by controlled (destructive) reentry using 
its own propulsion system. The total 
mission lifetime is expected to be 
between 2 and 3 years. 

Possible alternatives to this program 
do not exist. The Earth’s atmosphere 
effectively stops gamma radiation from 

_ penetrating to the ground, and 
experiments flown on high-altitude 
balloons are limited in both duration 
and payload capacity. The GRO 
Program is the only known way to 
pursue gamma ray astronomy as a 
mature science, so as to round cut the 
study of the universe in all regions of the 
electromanetic spectrum. The - 
information which will be obtained from 
the program is critical to our 
understanding of the energy sources in 
black holes and other very energetic 
astronomical sources. 

No significant environmental impact 
will result from any phase of 
development or operations during the 
GRO Mission. Any manufacturing 
pollutants will be contained with 
insignifacant effect on the atmosphere. 
The effects of any fuel leaks during 
launch and orbiting of the Space Shuttle 
are well understood and would be 
controlled with standard procedures to 
reduce environmental impacts to minor 
levels. Controlled reentry of the 
spacecraft will ensure that impact will 
occur in a non-inhabited area. Gases or 
agents which might cause pollution will 
be dissipated over a large track in the 
atmosphere and any surviving metals 
will be common metals such as copper 
aluminum whose corrosion will cause no 
sinificant effect. 

The conclusions of all analyses are 
that environmental impacts are either 
vanishingly small or highly improbable. 
DATE: Comments must be received in 
writing on or before July 15, 1982. 
ADDRESS: National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, Code EZ-7, 
Washington, DC 20546. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. B. R. McCullar, (202) 755-3676. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental assessment of this 
proposal project was completed by the 
National Aeronautics and Space 
Administratin in January 1982. 
CONCLUSION: The development and 
operation of the GRO will not result in 
any environmental impacts of a long- 
term or deleterious nature. No 


Environmental Impact Statement is 
required for the subject activity. 
Robert F. Allnutt, 


Acting Associate Administrator for External 
Relations 


[FR Doc. 82-16038 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] - 


' BILLING CODE 7510-01-M 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


Withdrawal of Notice of Intent To 
Prepare an Environmental impact 
Statement on the National Radio 
Astronomy Observatory 25-Meter, 
Millimeter Wave Telescope Project 


Notice is hereby given that the 
National Science Foundation has 
terminated work on an Environmental 
Impact Statement for the proposed 
National Radio Astronomy Observatory 
25-meter, millimeter wave telescope 
project. A Notice of Intent to prepare an 
EJS for the construction of such a 
telescope and its astrodome and their 
installation on Mauna Kea, Hawaii, 
appealed in the Federal Register on 5 
February 1980 (Vol. 45, No. 25). Since 
that time various economic and 
scientific considerations, rather than 
environmental factors, have persuaded 
the Foundation not to pursue funding for 
such a project at this time. Any 
comments or questions regarding this 
action should be directed to Ms. Adair 
F. Montgomery; Chairman: Committee 
on Environmental Matters, 
Astronomical, Atmospheric, Earth and 
Ocean Sciences; National Science 
Foundation; 1800 G Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20550; phone (202)357- 
9752. 


For the National Science Foundation. 
Dr. Francis S. Johnson, 
Assistant Director for Astronomical, 
Atmospheric, Earth and Ocean Sciences. 
June 10, 1982. 
[FR Doc. 62-16072 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-461] 


Negative Declaration Supporting 
Extension of Construction Permit No. 
CPPR-137, Expiration Date, Illinois 
Power Co., et al., Clinton Power 
Station, Unit 1 


The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(the Commission) has reviewed the 
Illinois Power Company's request to 
extend the expiration date of the 
construction permit for the Clinton 
Power Station, Unit 1, which is located 
in Harp Township, Dewitt County, 
Illinois. The request is for an extension 
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to the permit through October 1, 1984 for 
CPPR-137, to allow completion of 
construction of the facilities. 

The Commission's Division of 
Licensing has prepared an 
environmental impact appraisal relative 
to these changes to CPPR-137. Based on 
this appraisal, the Commission has 
concluded that an environmental impact 
statement for this particular action is 
not warranted because there will be no 
significant environmental impact 
attributable to the proposed action other 
than that which has already been 
described in the Commission's Final 
Environmental Statement—Construction 
Permit State or evaluated in the 
environmental impact appraisal. 

The environmental impact appraisal is 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
and at the Warner Vespasian Library, 
Clinton, Illinois. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 7th day of 
June 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Darrell G. Eisenhut, 

Director, Division of Licensing, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 82-16094 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


at a Nuclear Power Plant 


Section 208 of the Energy 
Reorganization Act of 1974, as amended, 
requires the NRC to disseminate 
information on abnormal occurrences 
{i.e., unscheduled incidents or events 
which the Commission determines are 
significant from the standpoint of public 
health and safety). The following 
incident was determined to be an 
abnormal occurrence using the criteria 
published in the Federal Register on 
February 24, 1977 (42 Fr 10950). Example 
1.D.3 (“For All Licensees”) in Appendix 
A notes that a serious deficiency in 
management or procedural controls in 
major areas can be considered an 
abnormal occurrence, The following 
description of the incident also contains 
the remedial actions taken. 

Date and Place—On January 18, 1982, 
the NRC issued a Notice of Violation 
and Proposed Imposition of Civil 
Penalties for $550,000, together with an 
Order Modifying the License Effective 
Immediately, to Boston Edison Company 
(licensee for the Pilgrim Nuclear Power 
Station) for management control 
deficiencies, involving control of 
combustible gases inside containment 
and maintenance activities pertaining to 





25794 


the reactor core isolation cooling 
system. On February 4, 1982, the 
licensee was further cited for various 
violations, including inadequate 
management controls for operation of 
the plant with drywell temperatures in 
excess of design values. The Pilgri 
Nuclear Power Station (Pilgrim Unit 1) 
utilizes a boiling water reactor and is 
located in Plymouth County, 
Massachusetts. 

Nature and Probable Consequences— 
Three occurrences of safety significance 
at Pilgrim Unit 1 indicated continuing 
serious deficiencies in management 
control of certain licensee activities. 
Two of the occurrences involved time 
periods of several years. Although 
different in nature these three 
occurrences demonstrated a recurring 
lack of management attention to those 
licensee activities important to safety. 
Two of these items were examined by 
NRC inspections conducted during the 
period June 15 to September 30, 1981. 
The third item was identified during 
NRC inspections conducted between 
November 1, 1981 and January 18, 1982. 

The first item involved failure of the 
licensee from November 27, 1978 to June 
5, 1981 to comply with the provisions of 
10 CFR 50.44 regarding the ability to 
control combustible gas mixtures 
following postulated accidents.The 
safety significance of this item is that 
the ignition of an uncontrolled 
accumulation of combustible gases 
inside containment di certain 
postulated accident conditions could 
have resulted in deflagration and a 
pressure surge of the containment 
atmosphere having the potential to 
byreach the containment and to release 
substantial quantities of radioactive 
material to the environment. 

The second item concerned violation 
of a Technical Specification limiting 
condition for operation. NRC 
inspections showed that improper 
management control of maintenance 
activities of safety related electrical 
power supplies resulted in a degradation 
of the containment automatic isolation 
control logic, partially disabling two 
isolation valves, and thereby 
significantly reducing the assurance that 
the valves would automatically close 
when required. The safety significance 
associated with this item is that failure 
of these valves to close when required 
during certain accident sequences would 
cause a significant increase in the 
amount of radioactive materials 
released to the environment. 

The third item involved operation of 
the facility at various times from plant 
startup in 1972 until September 26, 1981 
with the primary containment drywell 
temperature greater than stipulated in 


the Final Safety Analysis Report. Not 
only had the licensee been aware of the 
situation for several years, but there 
was no evidence that safety evaluations 
had been made as requird by 10 CFR 
50.59. The safety significance of this 
item is that operation at the elevated 
temperatures for sustained periods 
could result in detrimental effects (e.g., 
premature aging) to equipment required 
to safely shut down the reactor and to 
mitigate certain postulated accidents. 

Further details of these items are 
discussed below. 

In regard to the first item, on May 29, 
1981 the NRC was notified by the 
licensee that Pilgrim Unit 1 was not in 
compliance with the provisions of 10 
CFR 50.44 pertaining to the control of 
post accident combustible gas mixtures 
in containment. On November 27, 1978, 
10 CFR 50.44 became effective and 
required that licensees of light water 
reactors conduct analyses reg 
hydrogen evolution following certain 
postulated accidents and make 
appropriate design and equipment 
modifications such that the combustible 
gases would be controlled. Pilgrim Unit 
1 was required, as a minimum, to have a 
system capable of purging the 


» containment of the atsmosphere 


following a postulated loss of coolant 
accident. The purging system was 
required to meet certain design criteria 
which included equipment redundancy 
to assure system function in the event of 
single component failure or loss of 
offsite power. However, the facility 
operated from November 27, 1978 until 
June 5, 1981 with a containment 
atmosphere combustible gas control 
system which did not meet all the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.44. 

Associated with this violation was a 
material false statement, described 
below, involving the licensee's 
statement of compliance with the NRC 
regulations and subsequent failure of the 
licensee to notify the NRC of 
deficiencies after the licensee became 
aware of them. 

The second item concerned operation 
of the facility in violation of a Technical 
Specification limiting condition for 
operation for primary containment 
integrity. On September 12, 1981, during 
electrical maintenance activities, 
operating personnel de-energized 
electrical power supplies, which partly 
disabled the automatic isolation control 
logic electrical circuits for both of the 
redundant containment isolation valves 
in the reactor steam supply pipe to the 
reactor core isolation cooling system. 
This resulted in a loss of redundancy 
provided in the design of the electrical 
circuits to assure automatic closure of 
these valves during certain postulated 
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accidents. The facility was operated in 
this condition until September 16, 1981 
(for a total of about 89 hours) when the 
misoperation was discovered by the 
NRC Resident Inspector. 

The third item concerned éperation of 
the unit at various times between plant 
startup in 1972 until September 26, 1981 
with the primary containment drywell 
temperature greater than the Final 
Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) specified 
value of 150°F. The FSAR also specifies 
that the primary cooling and ventilation 
system be designed to maintain 
containment temperature at an average 
value of 135°F (148°F following a reactor 
scram). Even though the licensee had 
been aware of the situation for several 
years, there was no evidence that a 
safety evaluation had been made as 
required by 10 CFR 50.59. This apparent 
lack of management attention to high 
drywell temperature was probably the 
root cause of an incident involving a 
malfunction of instrumentation 
important to safety which occurred on 
September 26, 1981. During a routine 
reactor shutdown and cooldown for 
refueling, level oscillations of reactor 
water level instruments were observed. 
These oscillations occurred four times at 
approximately 20 minute intervals. Each 
of these instrument oscillations resulted 
in a high level automatic isolation of 
turbines followed by a low level 
automatic reactor scram and primary 
containment isolation. 

Following the initial oscillation, the 
operators conducted an isolation 
verification, a check of redundant level 
indication and a survey to determine 
any loss of coolant inventory. A check 
was also made of the drywell and 
coolant temperatures. The 0-400” 
shutdown wide range level instrument 
showed no oscillation and the survey 
produced no indication of any loss of 
coolant from the reactor. The drywell 
temperature at the highest elevation was 
240° F and the coolant temperature was 
220° F. It was concluded that the actual 
reactor water level was normal at the 
time of the initial instrument oscillation. 
There were no facilities damaged or 
radioactive releases associated with the 
sensed level indications and the 
automatic safety features functioned as 
required. 

Cause or Causes—The root cause of 
the three items of concern described 
above is attributed to serious 
deficiencies in management controls of 


’ licensed activities. 


For the first item, a series of major 
deficiencies in management controls 
resulted in a protracted failure of the 
Pilgrim facility to comply with the 
provisions of 10 CFR 50.44. When 10 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


CFR 50.44 became effective, the 
containment atmosphere control system 
actually installed at Pilgrim Station did 
not meet all of the regulatory 
requirements. This condition existed due 
to management's failure to conduct a 
proper design review of the capabilities 
of the existing atmosphere control 
system. However, the licensee 
erroneously informed the NRC in a letter 
dated October 19, 1979 that the existing 
installed equipment in Pilgrim Unit 1 
was in full compliance with the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.44. However, 
apparently as a result of an October 30, 
1979 NRC letter requesting details of 
Pilgrim’s compliance with 10 CFR 50.44, 
the licensee took steps to design and 
install a modification to the system 
which would bring Pilgrim into 
compliance. This modification was 
installed during the May 1980 outage; 
however, because of a failure of 
management to initiate an essential 
procedural change, the modified system 
was not fully operational until Jurie 5, 
1981. 

Prior to installation of the system 
modification, the failure of licensee 
management to properly determine 
system capabilities via a thorough 
design analysis of the installed system 
(as compared with the requirements of 
10 CFR 50.44) led the erroneous report to 
the NRC in October 1979. Further, when 
the licensee subsequently discovered in 
early 1980 that the installed system did 
not meet the requirements of 10 CFR 
50.44, the licensee did not so inform the 
NRC and correct the material false 
statement made in the October 19, 1979 
letter. 

For the second item, the case involved 
a breakdown in the control of planned 
maintenance activities. There was a 
failure to properly review and control 
safety-related activities at the facility. 
The reduction in the level of safety was 
discovered and identified to the 
licensee's staff by the NRC resident 
inspector at the site. 

For the third item, the problem of 
apparent erroneous level oscillations 
was determined to be caused by 
flashing of the level instrument 
reference legs at reduced reactor 
pressure because of the high drywell 
operating temperature (240° F) which 
was in excess of that specified in the 
FSAR (150° F). Drywell temperatures 
higher than this specified limit are 
attributed to ineffective drywell cooling 
due to a degraded condition of the 
drywell ventilation system (ducting, 
coolers, cooling water). The high drywell 
temperatures and degraded condition of 
the cooling systems had been observed 


by Pilgrim station operating personnel 


on many previous occasions and are 
considered to have been allowed to 
continue as a result of inadequate 
preventive maintenance and 
management controls in this area. 


Actions Taken To Prevent Recurrence 


Licensee—For the first item, the 
licensee restored the system to its 
original design and initiated an 
investigation to determine the cause of 
the unauthorized maintenance. Also, a 
procedural revision was made to permit 
effective remote operation of the system. 
The licensee proposed, and the NRC 
approved, technical specification 
changes concerning operability and 
surveillance requirements of the 
modified hydrogen control system. 

For the second item, when the NRC 
Resident Inspector discovered the 
deficiency and notified the licensee, the 
licensee restored the partially disabled 
containment isolation control logic 
electrical circuits to a fully operable 
condition. 

For the third item, corrective 
maintenance was initiated on the 
drywell cooling systems to restore the 
original design capacity during the 
refueling outage which began on 
September 26, 1981. Drywell equipment 
insulation was repaired and additional 
instrumentation was installed to monitor 
the drywell temperature and 
performance of the cooling systems. At 
the request of the NRC, the licensee 
proposed Technical Specifications 
limiting drywell temperatures. In 
addition, the licensee conducted special 
inspections, tests, and evaluations for 
possible detrimental effects on safety- 
related equipment subjected to this 
sustained abnormally high temperature 
environment. Certain equipment, such 
as instrument limit switches, electrical 
cables, and solenoids were found to be 
affected and were either repaired or 
replaced. The licensee submitted safety 
evaluations and actions to the NRC for 
review. 

In response to the NRC Order, Notice 
of Violation and Proposed Imposition of 
Civil Penalties, described below under 
NRC actions, the licensee paid the civil 
penalty in full on March 19, 1982. In 
response to the Order, on March 18, 1982 
the licensee submitted to the NRC for 
review and approval a Performance 
Improvement Program which involves a 
comprehensive action plan of tasks and 
milestones to correct the deficiencies 
identified in the NRC Order. The 
program includes an independent 
appraisal of site and corporate 
organizations and functions, 
modifications in organizational 
structure, improvements to be made in 
management control and oversight 
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systems, and programs designed to 
improve individual performance. The 
proposed program would span a time 
period of from 18 to 24 months; however, 
both the scope and schedule of the 
program may be affected by the findings 
of the independent appraisal. 

The licensee selected a contractor for 
the independent appraisal and the 
appraisal was initiated on February 23, 
1982. The contractor's work is to be 
reviewed by a peer review group 
including executives from other utilities 
operating BWRs. 

The licensee has restructured 
corporate functions within its nuclear 
organization. All nuclear activities at 
Boston Edison have been reassigned to 
an organizational unit directed by a 
Senior Vice President who has no other 
function or line responsibilities. Also, a 
new position of Director-Nuclear 
Operations Review having 
responsibility for corporate management 
oversight of on-site safety related 
activities was established and filled. 

The licensee has several other 
improvement tasks in progress, 
including: (1) A corporate on-site review 
program, (2) evaluation of safety review 
and assessment functions, (3) 
monitoring of commitments, (4) 
monitoring of changes to NRC 
regulations, (5) a corrective action 
system, (6) completeness and accurac, of 
reporting to the NRC, (7) 10 CFR 50.59 
review requirements, (8) quality 
assurance and preventative 
maintenance programs, and (9) training 
programs. 

NRC—Based on the first two items, 
and previous deficiencies in regulatory 
performance, the NRC concluded that 
continued operation of the plant over 
the long term required significant 
changes in the control of licensed 
activities. As a result, the NRC issued an 
Order Modifying License Effective 
Immediately on January 18, 1982 
requiring Boston Edison Company to 
develop and submit for NRC review and 
approval a comprehensive plan of action 
that will yield an independent appraisal 
of site and corporate management 
controls and oversight, and a review of 
previous safety-related activities to 
evaluate compliance with NRC 
requirements. Concurrent with the 
Order, the NRC issued a Notice of 
Violation and Proposed Imposition of 
Civil Penalties in the amount of $550,000. 

As discussed previously, the licensee 
submitted a Performance Improvement 
Program in response to the NRC Order. 
In a letter to the licensee on April 23, 
1982, the NRC Region I staff found the 
licensee’s Performance Improvement 
Program acceptable subject to progress 
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reviews at predetermined milestones 
and periodic meetings with Boston 
Edison Company management. 

The NRC (Region I) conducted a 
special investigation between November 
24, 1981 and January 7, 1982 to evaluate 
the circumstances surrounding the 
material false statement submitted to 
the NRC in the licensee’s October 19, 
1979 letter. This investigation also 
examined the licensee’s failure to notify 
the NRC when it was subsequently 
discovered by the licensee’s staff that 
the requirements of 10 CFR 50.44 had not 
been fully met. The investigation 
concluded that the material false 
statement was not deliberate and that 
contrary information subsequently 
developed by the licensee's staff was 
not intentionally withheld from the NRC; 
both of these resulted from a lack of 
effective management control of 
licensee communication with the NRC. 
The results of this investigation were 
transmitted to the licensee on March 18, 
1982. 

For the third item, the NRC conducted 
inspections and reviewed the licensee's 
corrective actions. An NRC meeting was 
held on December 18, 1981 where 
licensee representatives described their 
plans and schedules for resolution of 
this major problem. At this meeting, the 
licensee was directed to propose 
Technical Specifications limiting 
drywell temperatures and provide a 
safety evaluation which describes the 
basis for operations with drywell 
temperatures exceeding maximum 
design values. This item was included in 
a citation for violations in a letter from 
NRC Region I to the licensee dated 
February 4, 1982. 

The NRC has approved safety 
evaluation reports submitted by the 
licensee for the modified containment 
atmosphere control system and for past 
operation at elevated drywell 
temperatures. The NRC has agreed that 
the modified containment atmosphere 
control system and maintenance actions 
to replace components possibly 
degraded by the high drywell 
temperature meet regulatory 
requirements. The NRC has also 
approved technical specifications 
submitted by the licensee which limit 


drywell temperature during plant 
operation. The Pilgrim facility recovered 
from the protracted refueling (September 
1981-March 1982) and achieved 
criticality on March 26, 1982. 

NRC Region I has expanded the 
inspection program at Pilgrim to more 
thoroughly evaluate continuing licensee 
performance in light of the problems 


identified with management control. 

Through the inspection program and 

periodic management meetings, NRC 

Region I will closely follow 

implementation of the licensee's 

Performance Improvement Program. 
Dated at Washington, D.C., this 10th day of 

June 1982. 

Samuel J. Chilk, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 82-16095 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket Nos. 50-424 and 50-425] 


Georgia Power Co., etc.; Order’ 
Extending Construction Completion 
Dates 


Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia and the City of 
Dalton, Georgia, (collectively, the 
applicants) are the holders of 
Construction Permits CPPR-108 and 
CPPR-109, issued by the Atomic Energy 
Commission ' on June 28, 1974 for the 
construction of Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear 
Plant, Units 1 and 2 (Vogtle Project). The 
Vogtle Project is under construction at a 
site in Burke County, Georgia, 
approximately 26 miles south-southeast 
of Augusta, Georgia. By letter dated 


_ April 28, 1982, the applicants filed a 


request for an extension of the 
construction completion dates as 
follows: 


LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES 


An extension of the construction 
completion dates for the Vogtle Project 
is required for the following reasons: 

(1) The construction schedule was 
adversely affected by seven months 
following reactivation of construction in 
early 1976. This delay was due to an 
extended negotiation period required to 
consummate the sale of interests in the 
Vogtle Project to Oglethorpe Power 
Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia and the City of 
Dalton, Georgia. 

(2) The construction schedule was 
1977 due to reduced projected load 
growth, additional requirements related 
to physical separation criteria for the 


‘Effective January 19, 1975, the Atomic Energy 


Commission became the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Permits in effect on that day were 
continued under the authority of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. 6 
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cable spreading room and related 
redesign of the control building. 

(3) During portions of 1978, 1979 and 
1980, construction was delayed 
approximately eighteen months as a 
result of difficulties encountered in 
concrete production, backfill placement 
and erosion control. 

The applicants have requested the 
remaining extension of the completion 
dates as a result of a comprehensive 
assessment of the construction schedule 
as of May 1981 by a Task Force 
reporting to the Vogtle Project 
Management Board. The applicants 
have re-estimated the construction 
schedule based on new projections for 
materials and equipment, projected 
versus actual manpower experience, 
and increased regulatory requirements, 
including TMI-requirements. 

The Commission has reviewed the 
applicants’ request for extension of the 
construction completion dates. Because 
this requested action involves no 
significant hazards consideration, good 
cause has been shown for the 
construction delay, and the requested 
extension is for a reasonable period, the 


» bases for which are set forth in the NRC 


Staff Evaluation, dated June 4, 1982, the 
Commission supports the extension of 
the completion dates for the Vogtle 
Project. 

The preparation of an environmental 
impact statement for this particular 
action is.not warranted because there 
will be no environmental impact 
attributable to the Order other than that 
which has already been predicted and 
described in the Commission's Final 
Environmental Statement (Construction 
Permit Stage) of the Alvin W. Vogtle 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, published 
in March 1974. 

The Commission has determined that 
this action will not result in any 
significant environmental impact and, 
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an 
environmental impact statement, or 
negative declaration and environmental 
impact appraisal, need not be prepared 
in connection with this action. 

The applicants’ letter, dated April 28, 
1982, and the staff's evaluation 
supporting the Order are available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20555 and at the 
Burke County Public Library, Fourth 
Street, Waynesboro, Georgia 30830. . 

It is hereby ordered that the latest 
completion dates for construction of the 
Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant be 
extended to March 31, 1988 for Unit 1 
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.CPPR-108) and September 30, 1989 for 
Unit 2 (CPPR-109). 

Date of issuance: June 4, 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Darrell G. Eisenhut, 
Director, Division of Licensing, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Régulation. 
[FR Doc. 82-16093 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST ELECTRIC 
POWER AND CONSERVATION 
PLANNING COUNCIL 


Executive Committee Meeting 


AGENCY: Pacific Northwest Electric 
Power and Conservation Planning 
Council (Northwest Power Planning 
Council). 

ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


STATUS: Open. 

SUMMARY: The Northwest Power 
Planning Council hereby announces a 
forthcoming meeting of the Executive 
Committee of its Scientific and 
Statistical Advisory Committee. 

DATE: Tuesday, June 15, 1982, 1:00 p.m. 
AppRESs: The meeting will be held at 
the Council’s Central Office located at 
700 S.W. Taylor Street, Suite 200, 
Portland, Oregon. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Torian Donohoe, (503) 222-5161. 
DISCUSSION: Subcommittee 
administration. 

Edward Sheets, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 82-16177 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 0000-00-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File No. 22-11653] 


Greyhound Corp.; Application and 
Opportunity for Hearing 


Notice is hereby given that the / 
Greyhound Corporation (the 
“Applicant”) has filed an application 
pursuant to clause (ii) of section 
310(b)(1) of the Trust Indenture Act of 
1939 (the “Act”) for a finding by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
(the “Commission”) that the trusteeship 
of Citibank, N.A. (“Citibank”) under two 
indentures of the Applicant, one 
qualified under the Act and the other 
not so qualified because of the 
exemption contained in section 304(a)(4) 
of the Act, is not so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest as to make it 
necessary in the public interest or for 
the protection of investors to disqualify 


Citibank from acting as trustee under 
either indenture. 

The Applicant alleges that: 

1. It has outstanding as of the date 
hereof: 

(a) $10,325,400 aggregate principal 
amount of its 6% Convertible 
Subordinated Debentures due August 1, 
1986 (the “6% Debentures”) issued under 
an indenture dated August 1, 1966 (the 
“1966 Indenture”), between GC 
Computer Corporation and Citibank. 
The 6% Debentures were registered 
under the Securities Act of 1933 (the 
“1933 Act”). Pursuant to a merger in 
1976, Greyhound Computer Corporation, 
a wholly-owned subsidiary of the 
applicant, became the successor to GC 
Computer Corporation. Greyhound 
Computer Corporation was merged into 
the Applicant on March 30, 1982, and the 
Applicant assumed all obligations with 
respect to the 6% Debentures; and 

(b) $47,980,000 aggregate principal 
amount of its 64% Convertible 
Subordinated Debentures due January 1, 
1990 (the “6%% Debentures”) issued 
under an indenture dated January 15, 
1970 (the “1970 Indenture”), between the 
Applicant and Citibank. The 64% 
Debentures were not registered under 
the 1933 Act. 

2. As a result of the Applicant's 
assumption of the obligations with 
respect to the 6% Debentures, Citibank 
as acquired a conflicting interest. 

3. The Applicant is not in default 
under either indenture. 

4. The two indentures are wholly 
unsecured and rank equally with each 
other. The only material differences 
between the indentures relate to 
aggregate principal amounts, interest 
rates, dates of issue, dominations, 
maturity and interest payment dates, 
redemption prices and dates, sinking 
fund provisions, prepayment 
procedures, reports of the Applicant and 
Trustee, restrictions on payment of 
dividends, acquisition of Applicant 
stock and assumption and guarantee of 
certain subordinated indebtedness, 
requirements as to payment of taxes and 
assessments and the maintenance of 
insurance, corporate existence and 
property, events of default, waiver of 
defaults by debentureholders, 
conversion provisions, provisions for 
conflicting interest of the trustee, and 
other provisions of a similar nature. 

5. In the opinion of the Applicant, the 
provisions of the aforementioned 
indebentures are not so likely to involve 
a material conflict of interest as to make 
it necessary in the public interest or for 
the protection of investors to disqualify 
Citibank from acting as trustee under 
any of the indentures. 


~ 
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The Applicant has waived notice of 
hearing, any right to a hearing on the 
issues raised by the application, and all 
rights to specify procedures under the 
Rules of Practice of the Commission 
with respect to its application. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all 
persons are referred to said application, 
which is a public document on file in the 
offices of the Commission at the Public 
Reference Room, 1100 L Street, N.W.., 
Washington, D.C. 20549. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
July 6, 1982, submit to the Commission 
his views or any substantial facts 
bearing on this application or may 
request that a hearing be held on such 
matter. Any such communication or 
request should be addressed Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
500 North Capitol Street, N.W., 
Waghington, D.C. 20549, and should 
state briefly the nature of the interest of 
the person submitting such information 
or requesting the hearing, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
and law raised by the application which 
he desires to controvert. At any time 
after said date, the Commission may 
issue an order granting the application, 
upon such terms and conditions as the 
Commission may deem necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest and 
the interest of investors, unless a 
hearing is ordered by the Commission. 
Persons who request a hearing or advice 
as to weather a hearing is ordered will 
receive all notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Finance, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16103 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 12469; (812-5171)] 


National Government Reserves, Inc.; 
Filing of Application 
June 8, 1982. 

Notice is hereby given that National 
Government Reserves, Inc. 
(“Applicant”), 605 Third Avenue, New 
York, New York 10158, an open-end, 
diversified, management investment 
company registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 


_ (“Act”), filed an application on April 16, 


1982, requesting an order of the 
Commission, pursuant to section 6{(c) of 
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the Act, exempting Applicant from the 
provisions of section 2(a)(41) of the Act 
and Rules 2a—4 and 22c-1 thereunder, to 
the extént necessary to permit Applicant 
to value its assets using the amortized 
cost method of valuation. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

Applicant states that it is a “money 
market” fund and is organized as a 
Maryland corporation. Applicant 
represents that a registration statement 
was filed on its behalf on February 22, 
1982 but is not yet effective. Applicant 
states that its investment objective is to 
obtain high current income to the extent 
consistent with liquidity and safety of 
capital. Applicant further states that it 
invests exclusively in United States 
government obligations (including 
United States government agencies or 
instrumentalities) purchased outright’or 
pursuant to repurchase agreements. 

As here pertinent, section 2(a)(41) of 
the Act defines value to mean: (1) With 
respect to securities for which market 
quotations are readily available, the 
market value of such securities, and (2) 
with respect to other securities and 
assets, fair value as determined in good 
faith by the board of directors. Rule 22c- 
1 adopted under the Act provides, in 
part, that no registered investment 
company or principal underwriter 
therefor issuing any redeemable security 
shall sell, redeem or repurchase any 
such security except at a price based on 
the current net asset value of such 
security which is next computed after 
receipt of a tender of such security for 
redemption or of an order to purchase or 
to sell such security. 

Rule 2a-4 adopted under the Act 
provides, as here relevant, that the 
“current net asset value” of a 
redeemable security issued by a 
registered investment company used in 
computing its price for the purposes of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase 
shall be an amount which reflects 
calculations made substantially in 
accordance with the provisions of that 
rule, with estimates used where 
necessary or appropriate. Rule 2a—4 
further provides that portfolio securities 
with respect to which market quotations 
are readily available shall be valued at 
current market value, and that other 
securities and assets shall be valued at 
fair market value as determined in good 
faith by the board of directors of the 
investment company. The Commission 
has expressed the view that, among 
other things: (1) Rule 2a-4 requires that 
portfolio instruments of “money market" 


funds be valued with reference to 
market factors, and (2) it would be 
inconsistent, generally, with the 
provisions of Rule 2a-4 for a “money 
market” fund to value its portfolio 
instruments with remaining maturities in 
excess of sixty days on an amortized 
cost basis (Investment Company Act 
Release No. 9786, May 31, 1977). 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that the Commission, by 
order, upon application, may 
conditionally or unconditionally exempt 
any person or transaction from any 
provision of the Act, if and to the extent 
that such exemption is necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Applicant requests an exemption from 
section 2(a)(41) of the Act and Rules 2a- 
4 and 22c-1 thereunder to permit the 
Applicant to use the amortized cost 
method of valuing portfolio securities. 
Applicant represents that its board of 
directors has determined that, in the 
absence of unusual circumstances, 
amortized cost value would represent 
the fair value of its portfolio securities. 
Applicant represents that the board of 
directors also believes that the proposal 
would benefit its shareholders by 
assuring them the convenience of a 
stable price of $1.00 for each of their 
shares, together with the protection 
against dilution and excessive risk in 
the form of conditions, involving 
procedures for review by the board of 
directors and requirements as to the 
quality of the Applicant's portfolio 
investment. 

Applicant has agreed that each of the 
following may be made a condition to 
the granting of the exemptive relief 
requested: 

1. In supervising Applicant's 
operations and delegating special 
responsibilities involving portfolio 
management to Applicant's investment 
adviser, the board of directors of 
Applicant undertakes—as a particular 
responsibility within the overall duty of 
care owed to its shareholders—to 
establish procedures reasonably 
designed, taking into account current 
market conditions and Applicant's 
investment objectives, to stabilize 
Applicant's net asset value per share, as 
computed for the purpose of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase, 
at $1.00 per share. 

2. Included within the procedures to 
be adopted by the board of directors of 
the Applicant shall be the following: 

(a) Review by the board of directors, 
as it deems appropriate and at such 
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intervals as are reasonable in light of 
current market conditions, to determine 
the extent of deviation, if any, of the net 
asset value per share as determined by 
using available market quotations from 
the $1.00 amortized cost price per share, 
and the maintenance of records of such 
review. 

(b) In the event such deviation from 
the $1.00 amortized cost price per share 
exceeds % of 1 percent, a requirement 
that the board of directors will promptly 
consider what action, if any, should be 
initiated. 

(c) Where the board of directors 
believes the extent of any deviation 
from the $1.00 amortized cost price per 
share may result in material dilution or 
other unfair results to investors or 
existing shareholders, it shall take such 
action as it deems appropriate to 
eliminate or to reduce to the extent 
reasonably practicable such dilution or 
unfair results, which may include: 
redeeming shares in kind; selling 
portfolio instruments prior to maturity to 
realize captial gains or losses, or to 
shorten the average maturity of portfolio 
instruments; withholding dividends; or 
utilizing a net asset value per share as 
determined by using available market 
quotations. 

3. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objective of 
maintaining a stable net asset value per 
share; provided, however, that 
Applicant will not (a) purchase any 
instrument with a remaining maturity of 
greater than one year or (b) maintain a 
dollar-weighted average portfolio 
maturity which exceeds 120 days.? 

4. Applicant will record, maintain, and 
preserve permanently in an easily 
accessible place a written copy of the 
procedures (and any modifications 
thereto) described in condition 1 above, 
and will record, maintain and preserve 
for a period of not less than six years 
(the first two years in an easily 
accessible place) a written record of its 
board of directors’ considerations and 
actions taken in connection with the 


To fulfill this condition, Applicant intends to use 
actual quotations or estimates of market value 
reflecting current market conditions chosen by its 
board of directors in the exercise of its discretion to 
be appropriate indicators of value which may 
inchude, inter alia, (1) quotations or estimates of 
market value for individual portfolio instruments, or 
(2) values obtained from yield data relating to 
classes of money market instruments published by 
reputable sources. 

?In fulfilling this condition, if the disposition of a 
portfolio security results in a dollar-weighted 
average portfolio maturity in excess of 120 days, 
Applicant will invest available cash in such a 
manner as to reduce the dollar-weighted average 
portfolio maturity to 120 days or less as soon as 
reasonably practicable. 
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discharge of its responsibilities, as set 
forth above, to be included in the 
minutes of the board of directors’ 
meetings. The documents preserved 
pursuant to this condition shall be 
subject to inspection by the Commission 
in accordance with section 31(b) of the 
Act, as if such documents were records 
required to be maintained pursuant to 
rules adopted under section 31(a) of the 
Act. 

5. Applicant will limit its portfolio 
investments, including repurchase 
agreements, to those United States 
dollar-denominated instruments which 
its board of directors determines present 
minimal credit risks. 

6. Applicant will include in each of its 
quarterly reports, as an attachment to 
Form N-1Q, a statement as to whether 
any action pursuant to paragraph 2(c) 
above was taken during the preceding 
fiscal quarter and, if any such action 
was taken, will describe the nature and 
circumstances of such action. 

Applicant submits that the granting of 
the requested exemptions is appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
July 6, 1982, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the application accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his/ 
her interest, the reason for such request, 
and the issues, if any, of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he/she 
may request that he/she be notified if 
the Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and 
Regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
will be issued as of course following 
said date unless the Commission 
thereafter orders a hearing upon request 
or uon the Commission’s own motion. 
Persons who request a hearing, or 
advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered, will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82~16105 Filed 6-14-82; 845 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 12470; (811-2973)] 


Property Mortgage Co. Sequoia Fund, 
inc.; Filing of an Application 
June 8, 1982. 

Notice ig hereby given that Property 
Mortgage Co. Sequoia Fund, Inc. 
(“Applicant”), 5858 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, California 90036, which is 
registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) as an 
open-end, management investment 
company, filed an application 6n March 
26, 1982, requesting an order of the 
Commission, pursuant to section 8(f) of 
the Act, declaring that Applicant has 
ceased to be an investment company as 
defined by the Act. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

The application states that Applicant 
registered under the Act by filing a 
registration statement on Form N-1 on 
December 13, 1979. Applicant is a 
California corporation which is in the 
process of withdrawing its application 
for qualification in California. Applicant 
states it has no assets and has never 
begun operations. Applicant states that 
it intends to dissolve as a corporation 
after its California application is 
withdrawn and provided it receives the 


‘order requested herein. 


Section 3(c)(1) of the Act provides that 
any issuer whose outstanding securities 
(other than short-term paper) are 
beneficially owned by not more than 100 
persons and which does not presently 
propose to make a public offering of its 
securities is not an investment company. 

Applicant states that it has never 
made a public offering of its securities, 
has fewer than 100 stockholders for 
purposes of section 3(c)(1) of the Act 
and the rules thereunder, and does not 
propose to make a public offering or 
engage in business of any kind. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that whenever the 
Commission on its own motion or upon 
application, finds that a registered 
investment company has ceased to be 
an investment company, it shall so 
declare by order, and upon the 
effectiveness of such order, the 
registration of such company under the 
Act shall cease to be in effect. 


Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
July 6, 1982, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the application accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit, or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and 
Regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
will be issued as of course following 
said date unless the Commission 
thereafter orders a hearing upon request 
or upon the Commission's own motion. 
Persons who request a hearing, or 
advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered, will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-16104 Filed 6-14-82; &45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Office of the Secretary 
[Dept. Circ. Public Debt Series No. 15-82] 


Series T-1984; Treasury Notes 
June 10, 1962. 
1. Invitation for Tenders 


1.1. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the authority of the Second 
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites 
tenders for approximately $5,500,000,000 
of United Stats securities, designated 
Treasury Notes of June 30, 1984, Series 
T-1984 (CUSIP No. 912827 NH 1). The 
securities will be sold at auction, with 
bidding on the basis of yield. Payment 
will be required at the price equivalent 
of the bid yield of each accepted tender. 
The interest rate on the securities and 
the price equivalent of each accepted 
bid will be determined in the manner 
described below. Additional amounts of 





these securities may be issued to 
Government accounts and Federal 
Reserve Banks for their own account in 
exchange for maturing Treasury 
securities. Additional amounts of the 
new securities may also be issued at the 
average price to Federal Reserve Banks, 
as agents for foreign and international 
monetary authorities, to the extent that 
the aggregate amount of tenders for such 
accounts exceeds the aggregate amount 
of maturing securities held by them. 


2. Description of Securities 


2.1. The securities will be dated June 
30, 1982, and will bear interest from that 
date, payable on a semiannual basis on 
December 31, 1982, and each subsequent 
6 months on June 30 and December 31 
until the principal becomes payable. 
They will mature June 30, 1984, and will 
not be subject to call for redemption 
prior to maturity. In the event an interest 
payment date or the maturity date is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or other nonbusiness 
day, the interest or principal is payable 
on the next-succeeding business day. 

2.2. The income derived from the 
securities is subject to all taxes imposed 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. The securities are subject to estate, 
inheritance, gift, or other excise taxes, 
whether Federal or State, but are 
exempt from all taxation now or 
hereafter imposed on the principal or 
interest thereof by any State, any 
possession of the United States, or any 
local taxing authority. 

2.3. The securities will be acceptable 
to secure deposits of public monies. 
They will not be acceptable in payment 
of taxes. 

2.4. Bearer securities with interest 
coupons attached, and securities 
registered as to principal and interest, 
will be issued in denominations of 
$5,000, $10,000, $100,000, and $1,000,000. 
Book-entry securities will be available 
to eligible bidders in multiples of those 
amounts. Interchanges of securities of 
different denominations and of coupon, 
registered, and book-entry securities, 
and the transfer of registered securities 
will be permitted. 

e Department of the Treasury's 
general regulations governing United 
States securities apply to the securities 
offered in this circular. These general 
regulations include those currently in 
effect, as well as those that may be 
issued at a later date. 


3. Sale Procedures 


3.1. Tenders will be received at 
Federal Reserve Banks and Branches 
and at the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226, up to 1:30-p.m., 
Eastern Daylight Saving time, 
Wednesday, June 16, 1982. 


Noncompetitive tenders as defined 
below will be considered timely if 
postmarked no later than Tuesday, June 
15, 1982, and received no later than 
Wednesday, June 30, 1982. 

3.2. Each tender must state the face 
amount of securities bid for. The 
minimum bid is $5,000, and larger bids 
must be in multiples of that amount. 
Competitive tenders must also show the 
yield desired, expressed in terms of an 
annual yield with two decimals, e.g., 
7.10%. Common fractions may not be 
used. Noncompetitive tenders must 
show the term “noncompetitive” on the 
tender form in lieu of a specified yield. 
No bidder may submit more than one 
noncompetitive tender, and the amount 
may not exceed $1,000,000. 

3.3. Commercial banks, which for this 
purpose are defined as banks accepting 
demand deposits, and primary dealers, 
which for this purpose are defined as 
dealers who make primary markets in 
Government securities and report daily 
to the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York their positions in and borrowings 
on such securities, may submit tenders 
for account of customers if the names of 
the customers and the amount for each 
customer are furnished. Others are only 
permitted to submit tenders for their 
own account. 

3.4. Tenders will be received without 
deposit for their own account from 
commercial banks and other banking 
institutions; primary dealers, as defined 
above; Federally-insured savings and 
loan associations; States, and their 
political subdivisions or 
instrumentalities; public pension and 
retirement and other public funds; 
international organizations in which the 
United States holds membership; foreign 
central banks and foreign states; Federal 
Reserve Banks; and Government 
accounts. Tenders from others must be 
accompanied by full payment for the 
amount of securities applied for (in the 
form of cash, ma Treasury 
securities, or readily collectible aoabiahes, 
or by a payment guarantee of 5 percent 
of the face amount applied for, from a 
commercial bank or a primary dealer. 

. 3.5. Immediately after the closing 
hour, tenders will be opened, followed 
by a public announcement of the amount 
and yield range of accepted bids. 
Subject to the reservations expressed in 
Section 4, noncompetitive tenders will 
be accepted in full, and then competitive 
tenders will be accepted, starting with 
those at the lowest yields, through 
successively higher yields'to the extent 
required to attain the amount offered. 
Tenders at the highest accepted yield 
will be prorated if necessary. After the 
determination is made as to which’ 
tenders are accepted, a coupon rate will 
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be established, on the basis of a % of 
one percent increment, which results in 
an equivalent average accepted price 
close to 100.000 and a lowest accepted 
price above the original issue discount 
limit of 99.500. That rate of interest will 
be paid on all of the securities. Based on 
such interest rate, the price on each 
competitive tender allotted will be 
determined and each successful 
competitive bidder will be required to 
pay the price equivalent to the yield bid. 
Those submitting noncompetitive 
tenders will pay the price equivalent to 
the weighted average yield of accepted 
competitive tenders. Price calculations 
will be carried to three decimal places 
on the basis of price per hundred, e.g., 
99.923, and the determinations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be final. 
If the amount of noncompetitive tenders 
received would absorb all or most of the 
offering, competitive tenders will be 
accepted in an amount sufficient to 
provide a fair determination of the yield. 
Tenders received from Government 
accounts and Federal Reserve Banks 
will be accepted at the price equivalent 
to the weighted average yield of 
accepted competitive tenders. 

3.6. Competitive bidders will be 
advised of the acceptance or rejection of 
their tenders. Those submitting 
noncompetitive tenders will only be 
notified if the tender is not accepted in 
full, or when the price is over par. 


4. Reservations 


4.1. The Secretary of the Treasury 
expressly reserves the right to accept or 
reject any or all tenders in whole or in 
part, to allot more or less than the 
amount of securities specified in Section 
1, and to make different percentage 
allotments to various classes of 
applicants when the Secretary considers 
it in the public interest. The Secretary's 
action under this Section is final. 


5. Payment and Delivery 


5.1. Settlement for allotted securities 
must be made at the Federal Reserve 
Bank or Branch or at the Bureau of the 
Public Debt, wherever the tender was 
submitted. Settlement on securities 
allotted to institutional investors and to 
others whose tenders are accompanied 
by a payment guarantee as provided in 
section 3.4., must be made or completed 
on or before Wednesday, June 30, 1962. 
Payment in full must accompany tenders 
submitted by all other investors. 
Payment must be in cash; in other funds 
immediately available to the Treasury; 
in Treasury bills, notes, or bonds (with 
all coupons detached) maturing on or 
before the settlement date but which are 
not overdue as defined in the general 
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regulations governing United States 
securities; or by check drawn to the 
order of the institution to which the 
tender was submitted, which must be 
received from institutional investors no 
later than Monday, June 28, 1982. When 
payment has been submitted with the 
tender and the purchase price of allotted 
securities is over par, settlement for the 
premium must be completed timely, as 
specified in the preceding sentence. 
When payment has been submitted with 
the tender and the purchase price is 
under par, the discount will be remitted 
to the bidder. Payment will not be 
considered complete where registered 
securities are requested if the 
appropriate identifying number as 
required on tax returns and other 
documents submitted to the Internal 
Revenue Service (an individual’s social 
security number or an employer 
identification number) is not furnished. 
When payment is made in securities, a 
cash adjustment will be made to or 
required of the bidder for any difference 
between the face amount of securites 
presented and the amount payable on 
the securities allotted. 


5.2. In every case where full payment 
has not been completed on time, an 
amount of up to 5 percent of the face 
amount of securities allotted, shall, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be forfeited to the United 
States. 

5.3. Registered securities tendered in 
payment for allotted securities are not 
required to be assigned if the new 
securities are to be registered in the 
same names and forms as appear in the 
registrations or assignments of the 
securities surrendered. When the new 
securities are to be registered in names 
and forms different from those in the 
inscriptions or assignments of the 
securities presented, the assignment 
should be to “The Secretary of the 
Treasury for (securities offered by this 
circular) in the name of (name and 
taxpayer identifying number).” If new 
securities in coupon form are desired, 
the assignment should be to “The 
Secretary of the Treasury for coupon 
(securities offered by this circular) to be 
delivered to (name and address).” 
Specific instructions for the issuance 
and delivery of the new securities, 
signed by the owner or authorized 
representative, must accompany the 
securities presented. Securities tendered 
in payment should be surrendered to the 
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to 
the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226. The securities 
must be delivered at the expense and 
risk of the holder. 


5.4. If bearer securities are not ready 
for delivery on the settlement date, 
purchasers may elect to receive interim 
certificates. These certificates shall be 
issued in bearer form and shall be 
exchangeable for definitive securities of 
this issue, when such securities are 
available, at any Federal Reserve Bank 
or Branch or at the Bureau of the Public 
Debt, Washington, D.C. 20226. The 
interim certificates must be returned at 
the risk and expense of the holder. 

5.5. Delivery of securities in registered 
form will be made after the requested 
form of registration has been validated, 
the.registered interest account has been 
established, and the securities have 
been inscribed. 


6. General Provisions 


6.1. As fiscal agents of the United 
States, Federal Reserve Banks are 
authorized and requested to receive 
tenders, to make allotments as directed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
issue such notices as may be necessary, 
to receive payment for and make 
delivery of securities on full-paid 
allotments, and to issue interim 
certificates pending delivery of the 
definitive securities, 

6.2. The Secretary of the Treasury 
may at any time issue supplemental or 
amendatory rules and regulations 
governing the offering. Public 
announcement of such changes will be 
promptly provided. 

Paul H. Taylor, 


‘Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-16186 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4810-40-M 


[Dept. Circ., Public Debt Series No. 16-82] 


Series H-1986; Treasury Notes 
June 10, 1982. 
1. Invitation for Tenders 


1.1. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the authority of the Second 
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites 
tenders for approximately $4,000,000,000 
of United States securities, designated 
Treasury Notes of June 30, 1986, Series 
H-1986 (CUSIP No. 912827 NJ 7). The 
securities will be sold at auction, with 
bidding on the basis of yield. Payment 
will be required at the price equivalent 
of the bid yield of each accepted tender. 
The interest rate on the securities and 
the price equivalent of each accepted 
bid will be determined in the manner 
described below. Additional amounts of 
these securities may be issued to 
Government accounts and Federal 
Reserve Banks for their own account in 
exchange for maturing Treasury 
securities. Additional amounts of the 


new securities may also be issued at the 
average price to Federal Reserve Banks, 
as agents for foreign and international 
monetary authorities, to the extent that 
the aggregate amount of tenders for such 
accounts exceeds the aggregate amount 
of maturing securities held by them. 

2. Description of Securities 

2.1. The securities will be dated June 
30, 1982, and will bear interest from that 
date, payable on a semiannual basis on 
December 31, 1982, and each subsequent 
6 months on June 30 and December 31 
until the principal becomes payable. 
They will mature June 30, 1986, and will 
not be subject to call for redemption 
prior to maturity. In the event an interest 
payment date or the maturity date is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or other nonbusiness 
day, the interest or principal is payable 
on the next-succeeding business day. 

2.2. The income derived from the 
securities is subject to all taxes imposed 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. The securities are subject to estate, 
inheritance, gift, or other excise taxes, 
whether Federal or State, but are 
exempt from all taxation now or 
hereafter imposed on the principal or 
interest thereof by any State, any 
possession of the United States, or any 
local taxing authority. 

2.3. The securities will be acceptable 
to secure deposits of public monies. 
They will not be acceptable in payment 
of taxes. 

2.4. Bearer securities with interest 
coupons attached, and securities 
registered as to principal and interest, 
will be issued in denominations of 
$1,000, $5,000, $10,000, $100,000, and 
$1,000,000. Book-entry securities will be 
available to eligible bidders in multiples 
of those amounts. Interchanges of 
securities of different denominations 
and of coupon, registered, and book- 
entry securities, and the transfer of 
registered securities will be permitted. 

2.5. The Department of the Treasury's 
general regulations governing United 
States securities apply to the securities 
offered in this circular. These general 
regulations include those currently in 
effect, as well as those that may be 
issued at a later date. 


3. Sale Procedures 


3.1. Tenders will be received at 
Federal Reserve Banks and Branches 
and at the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226, up to 1:30 p.m., 
Eastern Daylight Saving Time, 
Wednesday, June 23, 1982. 
Noncompetitive tenders as defined 
below will be considered timely if 
postmarked no later than Tuesday, June 





22, 1982, and received no later than 
Wednesday, June 30, 1982. . 

3.2. Each tender must state the face 
amount of securities bid for. The 
minimum bid is $1,000, and larger bids 
must be in multiples of that amount. 
Competitive tenders must also show the 
yield desired, expressed in terms of an 
annual yeild with two decimals, e.g., 
7.10%. Common fractions may not be 
used. Noncompetitive tenders must 
show the term “noncompetitive” on the 
tender form in lieu of a specified yield. 
No bidder may submit more than one 
noncompetitive tender, and the amount 
may not exceed $1,000,000. 

3.3. Commercial banks, which for this 
purpose are defined as banks accepting 
demand deposits, and primary dealers, 
which for this purpose are defined as 
dealers who make primary markets in 
Government securities and report daily 
to the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York their positions in and borrowings 
on such securities, may submit tenders 
for account of customers if the names of 
the customers and the amount for each 
customer are furnished. Others are only 
permitted to submit tenders for their 
own account. 

3.4. Tenders will be received without 
deposit for their own account from 
commercial banks and other banking 
institutions; primary dealers, as defined 
above; Federally-insured savings and 
loan associations; States, and their 
political subdivisions or 
instrumentalities; public pension and 
retirement and other public funds; 
international organizations in which the 
United States holds membership; foreign 
central banks and foreign states; Federal 
Reserve Banks; and Government 
accounts. Tenders from others must be 
accompained by full payment for the 
amount of securities applied for (in the 
form of cash, maturing Treasury 
securities, or readily collectible checks), 
or by a payment guarantee of 5 percent 
of the face amount applied for, from a 
commercial bank or a primary dealer. 

3.5. Immediately after the closing 
hour, tenders will be opened, followed 
by a public announcement of the amount 
and yield range of accepted bids. 
Subject to the reservations expressed in 
Section 4, noncompetitive tenders will 
be accepted in full, and then competitive 
tenders will be accepted, starting with 
those at the lowest yields, through 
successively higher yields to the extent 
required to attain the amount offered. 
Tenders at the highest accepted yield 
will be prorated if necessary. After the 
determination is made as to which 
tenders are accepted, a coupon rate will 
be established, on the basis of a-% of 
one percent increment, which results in 
an equivalent average accepted price 


close to 100.000 a and lowest accepted 
price above the original issue discount 
limit of 99.000. That rate of interest will 
be paid on all of the securities. Based on 
such interest rafe, the price on each 
competitive tender allotted will be 
determined and each successful 
competitive bidder will be required to 
pay the price equivalent to the yield bid. 
Those submitting noncompetitive 
tenders will pay the price equivalent to 
the weighted average yield of accepted 
competitive tenders. Price calculations 
will be carried to three decimal places 
on the basis of price per hundred, e.g., 
99.923, and the determinations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be final. 
If the amount of noncompetitive tenders 
received would absorb all or most of the 
offering, competitive tenders will be 
accepted in an amount sufficient to 
provide a fair determination of the yield. 
Tenders received from Government 
accounts and Federal Reserve Banks 
will be accepted at the price equivalent 
to the weighted average yield of 
accepted competitive tenders. 

3.6. Competitive bidders will be 
advised of the acceptance or rejection of 
their tenders. Those submitting 
noncompetitive tenders will only be 
notified if the tender is not accepted in 
full, or when the price is over par. 


4. Reservations 


4.1. The Secretary of the Treasury 
expressly reserves the right to accept or 
reject any or all tenders in whole or in 
part, to allot more or less than the 
amount of securities specified in Section 
1, and to make different percentage 
allotments to various classes of 
applicants when the Secretary considers 
it in the public interest. The Secretary's 
action under this Section is final. 


5. Payment and Delivery 


5.1; Settlement for alloted securities 
must be made at the Federal Reserve 
Bank or Branch or at the Bureau of the 
Public Debt, wherever the tender was 
submitted. Settlement on securities 
allotted to institutional investors and to 
others whose tenders are accompanied 
by a payment guarantee as provided in 
Section 3.4. must be made or completed 
on or before Wednesday, June 30, 1982. 
Payment in full must accompany tenders 
submitted by all other investors. 
Payment must be in cash; in other funds 
immediately available to the Treasury; 
in Treasury bills, notes, or bonds (with 
all coupons detached) maturing on or 
before the settlement date but which are 
not overdue as defined in the general 
regulations governing United States 
securities; or by check drawn to the 
order of the institution to which the 
tender was submitted, which must be 
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-received from institutional investors no 


later than Monday, June 28, 1982. When 
payment has been submitted with the 
tender and the purchase price of allotted 
securities is over par, settlement for the 
premium must be completed timely, as 
specified in the preceding sentence. 
When payment has been submitted with 
the tender and the purchase price is 
under par, the discount will be remitted 
to the bidder. Payment will not be 
considered complete where registered 
securities are requested if the 
appropriate identifying number as 
required on tax returns and other 
documents submitted to the Internal 
Revenue Service (an individual's social 
security number or an employer 
identification number) is not furnished. 
When payment is made in securities, a 
cash adjustment will be made to or 
required of the bidder for any difference 
between the face amount of securities 
presented and the amount payable on 
the securities allotted. 

5.2. In every case where full payment 
has not been completed on time, an 
amount of up to 5 percent of the face 
amount of securities allotted, shall, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be forfeited to the United 
States. 

5.3. Registered securities tendered in 
payment for allotted securities are not 
required to be assigned if the new 
securities are to be registered in the 
same names and forms as appear in the 
registrations or assignments of the 
securities surrendered. When the new 
securities are to be registered in names 
and forms different from those in the 
inscriptions or assignments of the 
securities presented, the assignment 
should be to “The Secretary of the. 
Treasury for (securities offered by this 
circular) in the name of (name and 
taxpayer identifying number).” If new 
securities in coupon form are desired, 
the assignment should be to “The 
Secretary of the Treasury for coupon 
(securities offered by this circular) to be 
delivered to (name and address).” 
Specific instructions for the issuance 
and delivery of the new securities, 
signed by the owner or authorized 
representative, must accompany the 
securities presented. Securities tendered 
in payment should be surrendered to the 
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to 
the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226. The securities 
must be delivered at the expense and 
risk of the holder. 

5.4. If bearer securities are not ready 
for delivery on the settlement date, 
purchasers may elect to receive interim 
certificates. These certificates shall be 
issued in bearer form and shall be 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


exchangable for definitive securities of 
this issue, when such securities are 
available, at any Federal Reserve Bank 
or Branch or at the Bureau of the Public 
Debt, Washington, D.C. 20226. The 
interim certificates must be returned at 
the risk and expense of the holder. 

5.5. Delivery of securities in registered 
form will be made after the requested 
form of registration has been validated, 
the registered interest account has been 


established, and the securities have 
been inscribed. 
6. General Provisions 

6.1. As fiscal agents of the United 
States, Federal Reserve Banks are 
authorized and requested to receive 
tenders, to make allotments as directed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
issue such notices as may be necessary, 
to receive payment for and make ' 
delivery of securities on full-paid 
allotments, and to issue interim 


certificates pending delivery of the 
definitive securities. 

6.2. The Secretary of the Treasury 
may at any time issue supplemental or 
amendatory rules and regulations 
governing the offering. Public 
announcement of such changes will be 
promptly provided. 

Paul H. Taylor, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 62-16187 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-40-m 





25804—25826 
Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 


Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 


CONTENTS 


Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Review Commission. 
Federal Reserve System... 

Service 


1 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

June 10, 1982. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Thursday, June 
17, 1982. 

PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street, NW.., 
Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The 
Commission will be considered and act 
upon the following: 

1. Central Ohio Coal Company, Docket No. 
LAKE 81-78. (Issues include whether the 
judge erred in approving a settlement 
agreement containing an exculpatory clause.) 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean Ellen (202) 653-5632. 
[S-884-82 Filed 6-11-82; 12:12 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6735-01-M 


2 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Monday, June 
21, 1982. 

PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20551. 
STATuS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Proposed new building program and 
target budget for the Los Angeles Branch of 
the Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco. 

2. Proposed acquisition of computer 


equipment within the Federal Reserve 
System. 


3. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assigments, reassigments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

4. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board, (202) 452-3204. 


Dated: June 11, 1982. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[S-886-82 Filed 6-11-82; 3:28 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


3 


POSTAL SERVICE BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
Vote to Close Meeting 

On June 7, 1982, the Board of 
Governors of the United States Postal 
Service unanimously voted to close to 
public observation a portion of the 
meeting of the Board to be held on July 
6. The meeting is expected to be 
attended by the following persons: 
Governors Hardesty, Babcock, Camp, 
Hughes, Jenkins, McKean, and Sullivan; 
Postmaster General Bolger; Deputy 
Postmaster General Benson; Secretary 
of the Board Cox; Counsel to the 
Governors Califano; Assistant 
Postmaster General Cummings; and 
Executive Assistant to the Postmaster 
General Coughlin. 

The portion of the Board meeting to be 
closed will consist of a discussion of 
Postal Service strategic planning. 

The Board is of the opinion that public 
access to this discussion would be likely 
to disclose information in connection 
with future collective bargaining and 
information that will become involved in 
future rate litigation. 

Accordingly, the Board of Governors 
has determined that, pursuant to section 


552b(c)(3) of title 5, United States Code, - 


and section 7.3(c) of title 39, Code of 
Federal Regulations, this portion of the 
meeting is exempt from the open 
meeting requirement of the Government 
in the Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 552(b)), 
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because it is likely to disclose 
information in connection with 
proceedings under chapter 36 of title 39 
(having to do with postal ratemaking, 
mail classification, and changes in 
postal services), which is specifically 
exempted from disclosure by section 
410(c)(4) of title 39, United States Code. 
The Board determined further that, 
pursuant to section 552b(c)(10) of title 5 
and section 7.3(j) of title 39, Code of 
Federal Regulations, the discussion is 
exempt because it is likely to 
specifically concern the participation of 
the Postal Service in a civil action or 
proceeding or the initiation of a 
particular case involving a 
determination on the record after 
opportunity for a hearing. It also 
determined, pursuant to section 
552b(c)(9)(B) and section 7.3(i) of title 39, 
Code of Federal Regulations, that the 
discussion is exempt because premature 
disclosure of information to be 
discussed would be likely significantly 
to frustrate implementation of future 
action in regard to future collective 
bargaining. The Board further 
determined that the public interest does 
not require that the Board’s discussion 
of this matter be open to the public. 

In accordance with section 552b(f)(1) 
of title 5, United States Code, and 
section 7.6(a) of title 39, Code of Federal 
Regulations, the General Counsel of the 
United States Postal Service has 
certified that in his opinion the portion 
of the meeting to be closed may properly 
be closed to public observation, 
pursuant to sections 552b(c)(3), (9)(B) 
and (10) of title 5 and sections 410(c) (3) 
and (4) of title 39, United States Code, 
and sections 7.3(c), (i), and (j) of title 39, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

Louis A. Cox, 

Secretary. 

[S-885-82 Filed 6-11-82; 12:12 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7710-12-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Public Health Service 
Health Resources Administration 


List of Primary Care and Dental Health 
Manpower Shortage Areas Designated 
Under Section 332 of the Public Health 
Service Act 


SUMMARY: This notice provides a list, 
updated as of March 31, 1982, of primary 
care and dental health manpower 
shortage areas designated by the . 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
under the authority of section 332 of the 
Public Health Service Act. (At a later 
date, an update of the lists of 
psychiatric, vision care, podiatric, 
pharmacy, and veterinary health 
manpower shortage areas will be 
published.) 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard C. Lee, Chief, Distribution 
Studies Branch, Division of Health 
Professions Analysis, Bureau of Health 
Professions, Health Resources 
Administration, Center Building, Room 
4-44, 3700 East-West Highway, 
Hyattsville, Maryland 20782 (301-436- 
6750). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


1. Background 


Section 332 of the Public Health 
Service Act provides that the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services shall 
designate health manpower shortage 
areas based on criteria established by 
regulation. Health manpower shortage 
areas are defined in section 332 to 
include (1) urban and rural geographic 
areas, (2) population groups, and (3) 
facilities with shortages of health 
manpower. Section 332 further requires 
that the Secretary publish a list of the 
designated geographic areas, population 
groups, and facilities. The list of areas is 
to be reviewed at least annually and 
revised as necessary. The Health 
Resources Administration’s Bureau of 
Health Professions has been assigned 
the responsibility for designating these 
areas. 

Public or non-profit entities in (or with 
a demonstrated interest in) these areas 
are eligible to apply for assignment of 
National Health Service Corps 
personnel to provide health services in, 
or to, the areas. These areas are also 
eligible obligated service areas for 
certain Public Health Service 
scholarship, loan repayment and nurse 
practitioner traineeship programs, and 
entities located in the areas are eligible 
to apply for (or receive preference for) 


certain Public Health Service grant 
programs. 
2. Development of List 


Criteria for designating health 
manpower shortage areas were first 
published by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare as Interim-Final 
regulations (42 CFR Part 5) in the 
Federal Register of January 10, 1978. 
Final regulations, revised as warranted 
by public comments received, were 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 17, 1980. Criteria are defined 
for each of seven health manpower 
types (primary medical care, dental, 
psychiatric, vision care, podiatric, 
pharmacy, and veterinary manpower). 

In January 1978 and June 1980, the 
Bureau of Health Professions compared 
the established criteria with available 
data on counties and small areas - 
throughout the country and developed 
data listings showing areas which 
appeared to meet the criteria. These 
listings were submitted to the 
appropriate Health Systems Agencies 
(HSAs), State Health Planning and 
Development Agencies (SHPDAs), and 
Governors for thier review and 
recommendations. In addition, 
individual requests for designation or 
withdrawal of particular areas, 
population groups, or facilities are 
received continuously; these are 
routinely submitted to the appropriate 
HSAs, SHPDAs, Governors, and other 
interested organizations or individuals 
for their review and recommendations. 
Requests regarding primary care 
manpower are also provided to the 
appropriate State medical society and 
requests regarding dental manpower to 
the appropriate State dental society for 
comment. 

The Bureau of Health Professions 
reviews each designation or withdrawal 
request, together with any 
recommendations received on individual 
requests or on the data listings, and 
determines whether or not each area 
involved meets the shortage criteria. The 
results of these reviews are provided by 
letter to the agency or individual 
requesting action or providing data; 
copies are sent to other involved 
agencies as well as to interested 
organizations and persons. These letters 
constitute the official notice of 
designation as a health manpower 
shortage area or the official disapproval 
of recommendations for such 
designation. 

The list below includes all those 
areas, population groups, and facilities 
which had been designated by the 
Bureau of Health Professions as of 
March 31, 1982, as primary care or 
dental health manpower shortage areas. 
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The list does not include those areas, 
population groups, or facilities which 
had previously been designated but 
whose designations had been 
withdrawn by this same date. For 
primary care and dental manpower, this 
list supersedes the list which appeared 
in the Federal Register on May 9, 1981, 
and all previously published lists of 
health manpower shortage areas. 

An update of the lists of psychiatric, 
vision care, podiatric, pharmacy and 
veterinary health manpower shortage 
areas is now under development and 
will be published at a later date. 


3. Format of List 


For each type of manpower, the list of 
areas is arranged by State. Within each 
State, the list is first presented by 
county. If only a portion (or portions) of 
a county has been designated, or if the 
county is part of a larger designated 
service area, or if a population group 
residing in the county or a facility 
located in the county has been 
designated, the name of the service area, 
population group, or facility involved is 
listed under the county name. Following 
the county listing, a list of any 
designated service areas is presented 
identifying their component parts in 
terms of counties, towns, townships, 
census tracts (C.T.s), minor civil 
divisions (M.C.D.s), census county 
divisions (C.C.D.s), enumeration 
districts (E.D.s), magisterial districts, or 
other definable geographic divisions 
recognized by the Bureau of the Census. 
Following the service area listing, a list 
of any designated population groups is 
presented identifying each such group 
and the geographic area wherein it 
resides. Following the population group 
listing, a list by name and location of 
any separately designated facilities 
(including prisons, correctional 
institutions, health centers, or hospitals) 
is presented. 

Beside each designated area, 
population group or facility the 
appropriate “degree-of-shortage” group 
is indicated, corresponding to the 
criteria for these groupings contained in 
the regulations. (Group 1 represents 
areas with the highest degree of 
shortage, Group 2 with next highest 
degree of shortage, etc.) Areas in groups 
1 or 2 have highest priority for 
placement of federally-salaried National 
Health Service Corps (NHSC) personnel; 
areas in all four groups are eligible for 
placement of NHSC “private practice 
option” personnel not receiving a direct 
Federal salary. 

In addition to the specific listings 
included in this notice, all Indian tribes 
which meet the definition in section 4(d) 
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of Pub. L. 94-437, the Indian Health Care DENTAL CARE: Alabama—Continued DENTAL CARE: Alabama—Continued 
Improvement Act of 1976, are County Listing 
automatically designated as population 

groups with primary medical care and 

dental manpower shortages. Such Gave 
automatic designations of Indian tribes 

are assigned to degree-of-shortage group | chambers 

4 unless otherwise indicated in this Cherokee 

listing (based on specific data provided 

for this purpose). 


4. Future Updates of List of Designated 
Areas 


The list below consists of those 
primary care and dental health 
manpower shortage areas which were 
designated as of March 31, 1982. 
Additional areas are being designated 
continuously and future updates of the 
list will be published periodically in the 
Federal Register. In particular, it should 
be noted that some additional areas 
have been designated by letter since 
March 31, 1982, and the appropriate 
agencies and persons notified of the 
designation. Although officially 
designated, these areas are not included 
in the list below, because they had not 
yet been added to the computerized 
data base at the time this list was 
generated. 

Any designated area listed below is 
subject to possible future withdrawal 
from designation if new information is 
received by the Bureau of Health 
Professions indicating that the situation 
in the area has changed or that 
erroneous or incomplete data were used 
in making the original designation. 
Interested parties are notified by mail of 
any such withdrawals, and future 
— Register listings will also reflect 

em. 

For further information on these 
designations, to request additional 
designations, or to request withdrawal 
of any designation, please contact 
Richard C. Lee, Chief, Distribution 
Studies Branch, Division of Health 
Professions Analysis, at the address 
listed above. All requests for 
designations or withdrawals should be 
based on the criteria in the regulations 
as published on November 17, 1980. 


Dated: April 26, 1982. 
Robert Graham, 
Acting Administrator. 


{ 
BSSVesss KRRsl LVS Sesess SRLSeXF RES KBLLSSeeseR HH 
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DENTAL CARE: Alabama 





DENTAL CARE: Arizona—Continued 
County Listing 


Population group: Mig/low inc pop. of Somerton .. 


DENTAL CARE: Arizona 


Service area name 


County— 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 405 (southern %) 
C.T. 608 
C.T. 609 
County—Maricopa _ 
Parts of County 
Twn of — 
County—Navajo 
Parts of County 
Navajo monument div. 
Marana... ites eanilenans eiepuatiange 
County—Pima 
Parts of County 
Marana CCD 


County—Yavapai 
Parts of County 
Ash Fork Division 


Maricopa 
Parts of County 
C.T. 1152-1161 
C.T. 1162.01 
C.T. 1162.02 
C.T. 1163-1167 
Southeast/south central Apache CO. 0.0... 
County—Apache 


Parts of County 
St. Johns 


Round valley 
Puerco 


DENTAL CARE: Arizona 
Population Group Listing 


Population group- 


DENTAL CARE: Arizona—Continued 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


Indian pop. Of CoCONIMO/MONAVE .............-.s-resecsveeseeeee 
—Mohave: 


Somerton Div. (Mig./tow inc. pop) 

Mig/Seas farmworkers of cent./W. Pinal 
County—Pinal: 
Parts of county: 

Casa Grande div. 

Coolidge div. 

Eloy div. 

Maricopa/Stantield div. 

Sacaton div. 


DENTAL CARE: Arkansas 
County Listing 


County name 


Ashley 
Service area: Parkdale 


DENTAL CARE: Arkansas 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 
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DENTAL CARE: Arkansas—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


PE ected eikccainlstiininlty Crh wir deamainaninns . 
County—Clay: 
Parts of county: 
Blue Cane 
Haywood 
Oak Bluff 
Rector 
County—Greene: 
Parts of county: 
Hopewell 
Hurricane 


DENTAL CARE: California 
County Listing 


County name 


Alameda 
Service area: Fruitvale 
Fresno 
Service area: Huron/Five Points .............ccceugeeceeeeee 
imperial 
Population group: Mig/Seas Frmwkrs of Imperi- 
pe 
Kern 
Service area: Arvin/Lamont..... 
Service area: Frazier Park 
Los Angeles 
Service area: Newhall 
Riverside 
Service area: Lower Coachella Valley 
Population vane indian — of —e 
San Benito... _— 
San Bernardino 
Service area: Barstow... 
Population group: Indian ‘Pop. ‘of Banning . 
San Diego 
Service area: Anza... 
Service area: Pauma Val. Nal. Ctr. Div... 
Service area: Ramona 
San Francisco 
Service area: Potrero Hili/Sguth Bayshore. 
San Joaquin * 
Population group: Mig/Seas Frmwkrs of San 
Joaquin. 


Population group: Sp-Spkg/ind Pop. in 7 


Service area: Loma Prieta Schoo! District 
Santa Cruz 

Service area: Loma Prieta Schoo! District 
Stanislaus 

Service area: West MOdeSt0.................+secrsisseesnesne: : 
Tulare 

Service area: South Tulare. 


DENTAL CARE: California 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Anza... 
County—San Diego: 
Parts of County: 
Anza div. (C.T. 210) 
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DENTAL CARE: California—Continued DENTAL CARE: California—Continued DENTAL CARE: Connecticut—Continued 
Service Area Listing Population Group Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 
group 


C.T. 93-95 Central Bridgeport 
C.T. 96.01 . 7 County—F airfield: 
C.T. 96.02 (ED 1045, 1056, 1057, 1104) Parts of county: 
C.T. 96.03 CT. 713-747 
C.T. 103 (ED 1021-1024) c Charter Oak/Rice Hts... 
i L County—Hartiord: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 5046 


DENTAL CARE: Colorado 


County Lieti 
Parts of county: 
Degree C.T. 5008-5010 
C.T. 4070-4078 C.T. 5012-5015 
C.T. 4082-4098 : C.T. 5017 
C.T. 4101-4104 we C.T. 5018 
C.T. 4251 C.T. 5036 


Parts of county: 
San Lorenzo Valley (Part) DENTAL CARE: Colorado 


Service Area Listi 


C.T. 456.01 
C.T. 456.02 


County—Puebio: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 30.01 (part—Avondale) 
C.T. 30.02 (part—Avondale) 
C.T. 31.02 (part—Avondale) 


C.T. 1081 
C.T. 1062 
C.T. 9200.01 
C.T. 9200.02 
C.T. 9200.03 
C.T. 9201 
C.T. 9203.01 
C.T. 9203.02 


C.T. 9203.03 C.T. 87.02 (Commerce City) 


PR es Ts COON aceninienstncssceeninpseasnibtentapiemnnign 
; — C.T. 87.03 (Commerce City) 
County—San Diego: C.T. 88.01 (Irondale) 


von 01 os. aes om 
CT. 1 91; 02 C.T. 88.01 (Commerce City) 
ae . C.T. 88.52 (South Welby) 


DENTAL CARE: Connecticut 
County Listing 


DENTAL CARE: District of Columbia 
County Listing 
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DENTAL CARE: District of Columbia DENTAL CARE: Florida—Continued DENTAL CARE: Florida—Continued 
—Continued Service Area Listing Facility Listing 


Service Area Listing Degree Degree 
shortage shortage 
group group 

01 


01 


DENTAL CARE: Georgia 
CT. 47 (%) apa 
C.T. 86 (%) 
CT. 87 (X) 


222 ge 


£Rge 


01 
03 
01 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 175-179 


County—Orange: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 150 


C.T. 171 (N. %) 
C.T. 172-174 


DENTAL CARE: Florida 
Population Group Listing 


282 88 8 £8 KBR 


Population group 


BSSSSSSSSRsSRlVessslee= Sees 


3 


Service area: Stowart/Webster .......-..vsecsssseeesssssenne 
Sumter: 
Population group: Dent indigent. of Sumter............. 


BESSSSR2 2£22 £8 F&F BLK SLE 





. 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 25833 


DENTAL CARE: Georgia—Continued DENTAL CARE: Hawali—Continued DENTAL CARE: Iilinois—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


nga ne sisiissecesecinticnsssens eae ap eiaee 
4 Parts of county: 
01 C.T. 6101-6122 
C.T. 6701-6720 
C.T. 6801-6807 
C.T. 6809-6814 


Degree Degree 

group group 
02 01 
02 


02 
01 
01 DENTAL CARE: Illinois 


” County Listing 


shortage 
group 
01 
04 
o1 
02 
02 
03 
04 
02 
02 
o2 
03 
02 
01 
02 


Service area: Aloxander/Pulashd ......cccsssecssesseeee 


Randolph: 
Population group: Pov. pop. of Randolph ..........0.. 
Rock Island: 


Population group: Pov. pop. of Rock Isiand............ 
St. Clair: 


C.T. 310-312 
C.T. 315-321 


DENATAL CARE: Georgia 
Population Group Listing c DENTAL CARE: Ulinois 
Poputation Group Listing 





25834 Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


DENTAL CARE: Iilinols—Continued DENTAL CARE: lowa—Continued DENTAL CARE: lowa—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Bf 82 & tie] 


oc 
= 


o 
= 


F288 
8 888 & 88 8 8 fF BSS 


DENTAL CARE: lowa 
Service Area Listing 
C.T. 101-129 


DENTAL CARE: lowa 


Q 
ea 
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DENTAL CARE: lowa—Continued 


. Service Area Listing 


DENTAL CARE: lowa 
Population Group Listing 


State Correctional istitutlons...........crvecsscseseeseveeeee cutie 
County—Jones. 

Parts of county: 

Men's Reformatory (Anamosa) 


County—Lee 
Parts of county: 
State Penitentiary (Ft. Madison) 


DENTAL CARE: Kansas 


of 
shortage 
group 
01 


of 
shortage 
group 
01 


DENTAL CARE: Kansas—Continued 


DENTAL CARE: Kentucky 


B8SRSSRXF KLE tie] 


2 hel 


of 
shertage 
group 
04 
04 
o1 
02 
04 
03 
01 
02 
02 
01 
01 
01 
02 
01 
os 
03 
01 
01 
01 
0 
04 
o2 
02 
04 
02 
02 
01 
01 
04 
03 
04 
o1 
04 
01 
01 
01 
os 
os 
02 
04 
02 
04 
<4 
01 
04 


DENTAL CARE: Kentucky—Continued 


County name 


Di resencinnttscenseseccsersecensntnctecnventetinenn 
Whitley: 

Service area: Williamsburg 
Woite 


Kentucky State Reformatoty ..........-......00+« cuneneninn 
County—Lyon 


DENTAL CARE: Louisiana 
Parish Listing 


of 
shortage 
group 
01 
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DENTAL CARE: Louisiana—Continued 
Parish Listing 


Parish name 


East Baton Rouge: 

Service area: Eden Park........vecsservsssneeseenessesseee 
East Carv0lll......s-.soccscccsecsscssessscsssovencvsensssnccensoeees 
RII scescscssetnssisnnesetesisciniecenneinsenscanienanenenstaane 


CAPER .secarsccsossensencssscenesnssncsnssessnsenssnesnsssssossesssseesees 


pepepepee§ 
saxAdAA AAA ASA 


: 


! 


eenepon§ 
AAAAAAAS 
©2D2ONN 


uit 
¢ 


DENTAL CARE: Louisiana—Continued 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


Pov. Pop. Of St. Bernard..........r.cvsrsesseneressessenessnenn sieaie 
Parish—Orleans: 


Parts of Parish: 

C.T. 33.05 

C.T. 33.06 
Low inc. pop. Of Shreveport .......cereerverssrsevee caenennnee . 01 
Parish—Caddo: 


Parts of Parish: 
Shreveport 


DENTAL CARE: Maine 
County Listing 


County name 


Aroostook: 

Service area: tsland Falls/Patten............scsesssssesess 
Franklin: 

Service area: Rangeley/Kingsfield.............r-svses 
Knox: 


Service area: island Falls/Patten............... 
SOrvice AFA: BrOOKS..........cscvererervereserssnsenenssesnrsene 
Waldo: 

Service AFCA: BrOOKS............-.rveeresserserresneenvenee sxscencne 
Wi - 


DENTAL CARE: Maine 
Service Area Listing 
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DENTAL CARE: Maine—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


DENTAL CARE: Maryland 
County Listing 


County name 


C.T. 1601-1604 
GT. 1701-1703 
GT. 2101 
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DENTAL CARE: Maryland—Continued DENTAL CARE: Michigan DENTAL CARE: Michigan—Continued 
Service Area Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree Degree 


of of 
Service area name shortage Service area name 


group 
C.T. 662-665 


C.T. 751-797 
C.T. 951-961 


°o 
= 


C.T. 1801-1803 
C.T. 1901-1903 
C.T. 2001-2005 


02 
04 
04 
04 
04 
01 
04 
02 
03 
04 
03 
02 
02 
02 


DENTAL CARE: Massachusetts 


a DENTAL CARE: Michigan 


Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


C.T. 511-515 
C.T. 517-527 
C.T. 537 
C.T. 539-542 
C.T. 547-550 
C.T. 554-556 
C.T. 558-572 
C.T. 601.01 
C.T. 602 
C.T. 704-712 T. 604 
T. 651-657 
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DENTAL CARE: Michigan—Continued 


Degree 
of 


shortage 
group 


Service area name 


Freeman Twp. 
Frost Twp. 
Greenwood Twp. 
Hamilton Twp. 
Harrison City 
Hatton Twp. 
Hayes Twp. 
Lincoln Twp. 
Redding Twp. 
Summerfield Twp. 
Winterfield Twp. 
Houghton Lake/St. Helen 
County—Roscommon: 
Parts of county: 
Richfield Twp. 
Au Sable Twp. 
Nester Twp. 
Backus Twp. 
Higgins Twp. 
Denton Twp. 
Roscommon Twp. 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1-7 
C.T. 19-26 
C.T. 44 


DENTAL CARE: Michigan—Continued 
Facility Listing 


Facility name 


Herman Kiefer Health Complex. 
County—Wayne 

Titus Greenwood Health Center 
County—Wayne 

Se I 5 c:s<cc0ns+:ciavesssalnnpeansenancenopimsslacangieds 
County—Wayne 


DENTAL CARE: Minnesota 
County Listing 


County name 


Hennepin: 
Population group: Indian pop. of Minneapolis........ 


DENTAL CARE: Minnesota 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


DENTAL CARE: Mississippi 
County Listing 


County name 
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DENTAL CARE: Mississippi—Continued 
County Listing 


iif 


DENTAL CARE: Mississippi 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


DENTAL CARE: Missouri 
County Listing 


SSSSSRLE2BR 


ie] 


So 
nN 
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DENTAL CARE: Missour!—Continued 
County Listing 


RRLRLSER 


DENTAL CARE: Missouri 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


2 eed 


DENTAL CARE: Montana 
County Listing 


i aiaiiictickcncarpannnsnsintngegeanteininmagpeneniaes 
County—Roosevelt: 


Parts of county: 
Poplar div. 

Wolf Point div. 
Wolf Point rural div. 


DENTAL CARE: Nebraska 
County Area Listing 


Thurston: 
Population group: Winnebago Indians of Thur- 
SO cseciricitinemsinsitcientindaiteentate sctiledeaitien 


DENTAL CARE: Nebraska 
Service Area Listing 


(EenpRyE: 
Gi aaye 


a 


DENTAL CARE: Nebraska—Continued 


Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


C.T. 13.01 
C.T. 13,02 
CT. 14 
CT. 15 
CT. 52 
C.T. 60 


DENTAL CARE: Nebraska 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


Winnebago indians of Thurston County .................. 


DENTAL CARE: Nevada 
County Listing 


County name 


Clark: 
Service area: Northeast Clare. seceeseerene ne 
Service area: South/Southwest Clark 00 
Service area: Western Chari a. .......ce.ssssecssnees 
Population group: Low inc. pop. of W. Las 
Pe deliarenenrransictinencicipnenemnennenneienntennniadiliiialion 


of 
shortage 
group 
01 


of 
shortage 
group 
01 
ot 
01 
o1 


01 
01 
o1 
o3 
02 
01 
01 
04 
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DENTAL CARE: Nevada—Continued DENTAL CARE: New Mexico = DENTAL CARE: New York 
Population Group Listing County Listing istic 


Population group County name 


Cesmectaenc Service area: Los Padillas/Pajarito 


Catron ........ gpoensunbenseneecioneiebssoetntpaiinetsiligiptons 
Chaves: 

Population group: Indigent pop. of S. Chaves. 
De Baca: 

Service area: Ft. Sumner-Santa Rosa. 
Dona Ana: 


DENTAL CARE: New Jersey pol area: Northern Lincoln Co.....ccssssssvssesssees 
oe McKinley: 
aay Population group: Navajo Indian pop.... 
Quay 


County name 


Mercer: 
Population group: Dent ind of Austin service Sierra ee 


DENTAL CARE: New Mexico 
Service Area Listing 


DENTAL CARE: New Jersey Service area name 
DENTAL CARE: New York 


County—Dona Ana: 
DENTAL CARE: New Jersey “aaron eis 


Population Group Listing E.D. 77 (Anthony) 
E.D. 79 


E.D. 60 (La Mesa) 
E.D. 81 
E.D. 84 (La Union) 


DENTAL CARE: New Mexico 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 
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DENTAL CARE: New York—Continued DENTAL CARE: New York—Continued DENTAL CARE: New York—Continued 


Degree Degree 
Service area name one Service area name oulien Service area name 


group group 


C.T. 197.02 
C.T. 200 
C.T. 201.02 
C.T. 206 
C.T. 207.02 
C.T. 208 
C.T. 209.02 
C.T. 210 
CT. 212 
CT. 213.02 
C.T. 214 
C.T. 216 ; 
C.T. 217.02 C.T. 101-107 
C.T. 218 Northwest Cattaragus ...........cccs-sssssecsnssneesnesneesneetn -_ 
C.T. 220 s 
C.T. 221.02 
C.T. 222 
C.T. 224 
C.T. 226 
C.T. 227.02 
C.T. 228 
C.T. 230 
C.T. 231.02 
C.T. 232 
C.T. 234 
C.T. 235.02 
C.T. 236 
C.T. 243.02 


County—New York: 
Parts of county: 

C.T. 166 
C.T. 168 
C.T. 172.01 
C.T. 172.02 
C.T. 174.01 
C.T. 174.02 
C.T. 178 
C.T. 180 
CT. 182 
C.T. 184 
C.T. 188 
C.T. 192 
C.T. 194 
CT. 196 
C.T. 198 
CT. 


C.T. 10.02 
C.T. 20 
C.T. 22.02 
C.T. 24 
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DENTAL CARE: New York—Continued DENTAL CARE: New York—Continued DENTAL CARE: North Carolina—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Coumty Listing 


Service area name C County name 


oI 


C.T. 213.01 
C.T. 217.01 
C.T. 219 

C.T. 221.01 


CT. 223 s 
ao DENTAL CARE: North Carolina 


C.T. 227.01 S srea Listi 
C.T. 229 

C.T. 231.01 

C.T. 238 


SSSR°zkz 


DENTAL CARE: New York 
Poplutation Group Listing 


CT. 31 
CT. 32 
CT. 35 


DENTAL CARE: North Carolina 
County Listing 


ie 


23 


DENTAL CARE: North Carolina 
Population Group Listing 


B82 RXe2ee2eRe 


Burnt Twp. (dent. ind. pop.) 
Pembroke Twp. (dent. ind. pop.) 
Philadelphus Twp. (dent. ind. pop.) 
Smiths Twp. (dent. ind. pop.) 
Swamp Twp. (dent. ind. pop.) 


DENTAL CARE: North Dakota 
County Listing 


RELEKLLKLLSLLSSE 


Ss2ces 


8c 
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DENTAL CARE: North Dakota—Continued 


DENTAL CARE: North Dakota 
Service Area Listing 


Montgomery: 
Service area: Dayton (west Centrall).............00mssse 
Service area: Dayton (southwest) .............cssssesse 


S32 £8 BR FE 


22 888 & RRR BS LRBRRBS BE te 


DENTAL CARE: Ohio—Continued 
fh heal 


DENTAL CARE: Ohio 


Service area name 


Parts of County: 
CT.6 
C1T.7 
CT. 12-15 
C.T. 20 


Clark—Fulton/Denison/Ti WO TRGTD a cecansenssecsnssincscsscees mene 


County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 1027-1029 
C.T. 1041-1048 
C.T. 1049 (Denison) 
C.T. 1051-1053 
C.T. 1054-1056 
Corlett/Mt. Pleas/Wdiand 


County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of County: 
CT. 1156 
C.T. 1193 
C.T. 1198 
C.T. 1199 
C.T. 1201 
C.T. 1203-1209 
CT. 1213 
Eastside— Youngstown 
County—Mahoning: 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 8001-8008 
Glenville-Cleveland..............ssves0 


County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of Gounty: 
C.T. 1114 
C.T. 1161-1168 
C.T. 1181-1185 
Hough/Norwood 


Parts of County: 
GT. 1112 
C.T. 1113 
C.T. 1115-1119 
CT. 1121 
C.T. 1123-1128 
Near 


County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 1025 
C.T. 1026 
CT. 1031-1039 
Narth/South Collingwo0d .....-eseveeseeeesneseneneennnecenee 


DENTAL CARE: Ohio—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


of 
group 


County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of County: 
CT. 1169 
CT. 1171-1179 


CT. 1241-1246 
Winton Hills (Cincinnatiy ences scancneeeceseneenecnennes 02 
County—Hamilton: 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 73 (Winton Hills) 
C.T. 80 (Winton Hills) 
C.T. 257 (Elmwood Place) 


DENTAL CARE: Ohio 
Population Group Listing 


Poputation group 


ie] 


2 223288 8eesseressssecesser 
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DENTAL CARE: Okiahoma—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


G.T. 1037-1040 
C.T. 1047-1049 
G.T. 1053 

C.T. 1054 

CT. 1073.01 


DENTAL CARE: Oregon 
County Listing 


s 


DENTAL CARE: Oregon—Continued 


Population group 
Mig. pop. Of Marion/Poik/ Yamhill ........ceeceeceseerensseen ~ 


DENTAL CARE: Pennsyivania 
County Listing 


Service area: Tri-TOWM...........+- 
Delaware: 
Erie: 

Population Group: Low inc. pop. of Erie City ......... 
Fayette: 


of 
shortage 
group 


01 


88 $8 
— 


° 
= 


oclUmf 
= = 


8 8 8 & 


oso 
4 
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DENTAL CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued 
County Listing 


County name 


Service area: Kiski Valley ..........c.c.ccssssorssessessesessnes 
Wyoming: 
Service area: Souther Wyoming CO..........0--ssesssss 


York: 
Service area: York City .......ccrvsrsmsssvserssersesssnseresessoess 


DENTAL CARE: Pennsyivania 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Arfington Heights/St. Clair ...........scssserssesereeesnessnsessees 


County—Allegheny: 
Parts of county: 
C. T. 316.04 
Cc. T. 316.05 


APMSHFONG-ClATION........0.cvessesevssossvesseesensevesensensnnnenesneetee - 
County—Armstomg: ' 
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Service Area Listing ; Service Area Listing 


of 


shortage 
group 


C.T. 
C. T. 
C. T. 
Cc. T. 
Cc. T. 
C. T. 
c.T. 
C.T. 


Crawtord County. 


. 151-155. 

- 165-169. 

. T. 171-174. 
Orbisonia.............-..-- 
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- DENTAL CARE: Pennsylvania—Continued 7 DENTAL CARE: Pennsylvania—Continued DENTAL CARE: South Carolina—Continued 


Degree 


; of 
Service area name shortage Service area name 


group 
Jackson Township 
Richhill Township 
Springhill Township 
Center Township 


DENTAL CARE: Pennsylvania 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


Low income pop. of Farrell/Sharon............«» acencensnensuse 


County—Mercer 
Spanish spkg. pop. ae: Lane ener 


(a 
i 


DENTAL CARE: South Carolina 
County Listing 


ee 
3333 


fii 


oc 
Ls} 


DENTAL CARE: South Dakota 
County Listing 


8822 


So 
= 


County name 


2sgeeee2e2e 


8 8282 R88e 
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DENTAL CARE: South Dakota—Continued DENTAL CARE: Texas—Continued DENTAL CARE: Texas—Continued 
County Listing County listing Service Area Listing 


of 


shortage 
group 


DENTAL CARE: Tennessee 
County Listing 


“j 
8 S88R°28R888 8B BEF i 
oo 


o 
= 


8RR8 


04 
4 
02 
04 
01 
04 
01 
03 
02 
02 
01 
ot 
02 
02 
01 
01 
01 


DENTAL CARE: Tennessee 
Service Area Listing 


SSRBRESBRS 


C.T. 1510 
C.T. 1601-1605 


DENTAL CARE: Texas ——— 


2 - Parts of county: 
Senice Area Listing GT. 1914-1316 
CT. 1318 
CT. 1416-1419 
GT. 1519-1522 
GT. 1610-1612 

" 1619 


Service area name 


> tel 


BRIT OI ancecccsscssesecteestennnesnen 
County—Jefferson: 
Parts of County: 
CtT.7 
C.T.8 


DENTAL CARE: Texas GT. 10 
C.T. 15-19 


County listing East side (Sam AMtomio)...........csscssscsesssessseeesseesensssnen a 
County—Bexar: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 1301 
C.T. 1303-1313 


GT. 101-106 
West side (San Antonio) ..............v---s-sseeseessessneeneesnnsenes 
County—Bexar. 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1606 
C.T. 1607 
GT. 1701 
C.T. 1703 
C.T. 1704 
G.I. 1707-1712 
CT. 1715 
CT. 1716 


8882 RLS BB H 
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DENTAL CARE: Texas—Continued 


DENTAL CARE: Vermont 
County Listing 


DENTAL CARE: Virginia 
County Listing 


County name 


DENTAL CARE: Virginia—Continued 


County Listing 


Henry: 
Population Group: Pov. Pop. of Henry 
King and Queen: 
Service area: King & Queen/Northerm King Wi- 
fiam 


DENTAL CARE: Virginia 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


of 
shortage 
group 
02 
03 
02 
02 
02 
01 
02 
01 
01 
01 
01 
01 
01 
o1 
03 
01 
02 
03 
04 
01 
01 


DENTAL CARE: Washington 
County Listing 


County name 


Adams: 
Population group: Migrant pop. of Grant/Adams... 
Callam: 


Facility: Washington State correctional inst............ 
Clark: 


Facility: Washington State correctional inst 
Snohomish: 
Facility: Washington State correctional inst............ 


Walla Walla: 
Facility: Washington State correctional inst............ 


DENTAL CARE: Washington 
Population Group Listing 


Population Group 
Dent. Ind. Pop. Of King CO...ssrssesssseesssees ensasnsiisinsibath 


Mig Pop. Of Grant/Adams...........sceseesseessseeeseessnennnnense 


County—Adams 
Parts of county 
Migrant population 


County—Grant 
Parts of county 
Migrant population 


DENTAL CARE: Washington 
Faoilty Listing 
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DENTAL CARE: Washington—Continued DENTAL CARE: West Virginia—Continued DENTAL CARE: West Virginia—Continued 
Facility Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Facili 


County—King 
Parts of county 
Seattle (Firland correctional center) 
County—Mason 
Parts of county 
Shelton (Washington corrections center) 


Parts of county 
Gig Harbor (Purdy triment cent for women) 
County—Snohomish 
Parts of county 
Monroe (Washington State reformatory) 
County—Walla Walla 
Parts of county 
Walla Walia (Wa. St. pen/ment health unit) 


DENTAL CARE: West Virginia 
county Listing 


van (ET 


8 2 88 8 


02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
01 


8 8 
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DENTAL CARE: Wisconein—Continued DENTAL CARE: Wisconein—Continued DENTAL CARE: Wyoming—Continued 
Degree Degree 
group group 
Lakewood Twn 
Doty Twn 
Riverview Twn 
Armstrong Twn 


Hell's Half acre CCD 


DENTAL CARE: Puerto Rico 
Seenietete Lets 


DENTAL CARE: Wyoming 
County Listing 


C.T. 101-106 
C.T. 114-118 County name 


Albany: 
Service area: Hanna-Rock River ......-.-.00+« 


ef 
tf 
H# 


ey erti 
ei 
j 


tT 
$3 
i? 


i 
3 


DENTAL CARE: Wyoming 


gagitte 
ri 


f 
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DENTAL CARE: Puerto Rico—Continued DENTAL CARE: Virgin Islands— DENTAL CARE: American Samoa 
3 mo 

Degree cece Degree 

group Service area name = 

04 


NI cs eenesne ose cnO ee 
County—St. Croix Swains Island Distri 
Parts of county Western Tutuila District 
E.D. 13 
ED. 14 


ED. 19-25 : DENTAL CARE: Trust Territory—Pacific 
District Liew 


DENTAL CARE: American Samoa Gennes 
District Listing istris én 
group 
04 
04 


DENTAL CARE: Puerto Rico 
Population Group Listing 


Population Group 


Med. Ind. of Cidra Service area: Terr. of Amer. Samoa 
Pov. pop. of Barcelone ° Western Tutuila District 0... sescecseseesseseeneeeeseneuee jaa 


DENTAL CARE: Virgin Islands Service area: Terr. of Amer. Samoa 
0 se 
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PRIMARY CARE: Alabama PRIMARY CARE: Alabama—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Alabama—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


‘ of 
Service area name shortage 
group 


C.T. 106 (E.D. 8, 15) 
C.T. 110 (E.D. 9A, 9B, 10, 11, 18, 19A) 
C.T. 112 (E.D. 12, 178, 208, 212) 

Westar ROTI ....0-.000-serescceseceecccsssesconsvcnsconsscocsconseoetetee co 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 113 


E.D. 69-77 
E.D. 80 
> ED. 61 
City of Weaver 
Webster Chapel/Alexandria 
County—Cafhoun: 
Parts of county: 
Webster Chapel/Alexandria 
Cae Fe scicserentsttennesmensenenstnerneninenenneipeen ase 
County—Tuscaloosa: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 116-119 


PRIMARY CARE: Alabama 
Population Group Listing 


Population Group 


of 
shortage 
group 
02 


Med. Ind. pop. Of Madison CO..........vccsessserveseesevssnees “ 


PRIMARY CARE: Alabama 
Facility Listing 


Facility 
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PRIMARY CARE: Alaska 
Division Listing 


S22 22 g 


£2: 8 


PRIMARY CARE: Alaska 
Service area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Alaska 


Population group 
Low inc pop. of Anchorage Div...........ssssssssssessesses * 04 


PRIMARY CARE: Arizona 
County Listing 


County name 


PRIMARY CARE: Arizona—Continued 
County Listing 


County name 


S28 8882 fEzR el 


£228 


°o 
= 


PRIMARY CARE: Arizona—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Degree 


Service area name of 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1152-1161 
C.T. 1162.01 
C.T. 1162.02 
C.T. 1163-1167 
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PRIMARY CARE: Arizona—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Arkansas—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Arkansas—Continued 


Service area name 


PRIMARY CARE: Arkansas 
Service Area Listing 


sais 


PRIMARY CARE: Arkansas 
County Listing 


Fulton: 
Service Area: Horseshoe Bend ......ccccsssccssevvessessesense 


SOUND ceccesssnsscczssasnsessecoonszccssscene 
tard: 
Service Area: Horseshoe Bend ............ccsessssesessssssees 
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PRIMARY CARE: Arkansas—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued 


Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Roberts Township 
Villemont Township 


nf pqeeanee 
gti 32435 
Paes 
8 S88 2 882 2K B S8ELEksksR Ss SSKKRBRBBSRKE LP BEB RE 22 RB RRBLBB F&F 22B ze RgEeaeesee 8 ses 


Service area: Albany-Berkeley N.W./Berkeley 


IW, cxsarnsncsczssnnesesennsees 
Service area: East Alameda........ 


Population group: Sp. spkg./med. ind. pop. of 
NIE A cnceenseanitvinemeeritesinpineguianniiniatitgs 


of 


shortage 
group 


of 
shortage 
group 


£2 28 2 8 88 


County Listing 
County name 


Contra Costa: 

Service area: Oakley/Bethel/Byron/Brentwood .... 
ab DO siesstcscsctsirnssnsiecinentiicmniesnstinnieniianthensicitentte 
Population group: indian pop. of Trinidad area...... 
Ei Dorado: 


Service area: Georgetow?...........c-rsssssssheenssssseessessees 
Fresno: 


Service area: Fresno. 


Service area: North El Monte/South Ei Monte...... 
Service area: Palmdale ...cee-vvesseresevseesssvenereveeseens 
Service area: Pico Rivera. 

Service area: West Compton... --.--sevweeecerseeeeenee 
Service area: Wholesale Urban Subdivision........... 
Population group: Sp. spkg./med. ind. pop. of 
SI OI caicensancceunncesssnisininininnipnesteniinninemneiittabaitnie 

Madera: ‘ 
Service area: Oakhurst-Northy Forts .......-..ccsssseesee 
Population group: Sp. spkg./mig. pop. of 


Mann: 
Service area: Bolinas/Stinson 


Mariposa: 
Service area: Coulterville. 
Mendocino: 


Service area: Covelo. 

Service area: Northwest Mendocino 
Service area: Point Arena 

Merced: 

Service area: Northern Merced ........-..csceessseseeeeseee 
ee See St See wee arco 
Population group: Sp. spkg./mig./seas pop. of 
LOS Ban0S/DOS PAlOS .......-..csvvveeesssssssenesesssesenssees 

Modoc: 

Service area: Adin/Lookout 
Service area: Surprise Valley 

Service area: Tule Lake/Butte Valley 

Mono: 

Service area: North Mono 

Monterey: 


“j 


ij 


County Listing 


County name 


Population group: Mig./seas. Frmwics of inr Cty 
RI cencennernrneenneeteneeeresnrreeenemnarenneennanneennpeenstt 


San Luis Obispo: 
Service area: Nipomo/Arroyo Grande... 
San Mateo: 


ree een 
Service area: West MOdeSI0...-.-.scveeereresseensenee 
Trinity: 

Service area: Mad River 

Tulare: 

Service area: Lipton/Eariimart 

Service area: Springville 

Tuolumne: 

Service area: Groveland. 

Service area: Stanisiaus/Yosemite 
Service area: Tuolumne City. 

Ventura: 

Population group: Dev. disabled of Ventrua Co..... 
Yolo: 

Service area: Dixon/Esparto. 

Yuba: 

Service area: Yuba Foothilis/Feather Faiis............ 


88 28 88 SBRRSRR ES 


3 e@n 282 23 3 88 
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PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: “alifornia—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


of 


group 


Service area name 


Parts of county: 
G.T. 210 (Anza Div.) 
AEVIN/ LEMON .....cccveecvesenereeereensessee savetuonsssinliabiiciesiitie 
County—Kern: 
Parts of county: 


C.T. 5410.02 

C.T. 5411-6415 
C.T. 5425-5432 
C.T. 5433.01 

C.T. 5433.02 

C.T, 5434 

C.T. 5440 

East Alameda...............csvssersessee enccensnagponscseccnsesstenssseenssss 


Camp 
Highland Pk/Linc. Hts/Mt Wash./El Sereno 
County—Los Angeles: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 1831-1833 
C.T. 1835-1838 
? C.T. 1851-1853 
C.T. 5416.01 C.T. 1991-1999 
C.T. 5416.02 C.T. 2011-2017 
C.T. 5420 C.T. 5307 
C.T. 5421.04 
C.T. 5421.02 County—Lassen: 
C.T. 5422 Parts of county: 
C.T. 5424.01 Honey Lake Div. 
C.T. 5424.02 
East La/City Terrace/ Maravilla ......cvecssesessersseesenserseees 


CT. 6117-6119 
Figueroa/Firestone/Green Meadows/ Watts .........00 
County—Los Angeles: 
Parts of county: 

C.T. 2397-2399 
C.T. 2401-2409 
C.T. 2411-2418 
C.T. 2421-2429 
C.T. 2431 

C.T. 5349 

C.T. 5350 

C.T. 5351.01 
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PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Cegree 


Service area name ime Service area name 


group 


Scotts Valley Division (Part) 
Lower Coachella VAM EY -aneannevenneverenneeeerneereeneenornenen o1 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 466 
LABOOITIO® VEY ncaccncnnnconeeenceanenenconceasconsesnsesvennversovscenssneee= 
Bemandino: 
Parts of county: 
ED. 1181 
E.D. 1183-1188 


C.T. 4315 

C.T. 4323-4328 
C.T. 4331-4335 
C.T. 4337-4340 


CT. 2214.01 Big Valley 
C.T. 2214.02 
CT. 2215.01 
GT. 2215.08 
C.T. 2216.01 
C.T. 2216.02 
C.T. 2217.01 
C.T. 2217.08 
C.T. 2218 

CT. 2219 

C.T. 2221-2227 
C.T. 2244-2247 
C.T. 2264- 


Parts of county: 
Oakhurst-North Fork CCD 
County—Gienn: 
Parts of county: 
Orland CCD 
eT 
County—Los Angeles: 
Parts of county. 
C.T. 9100-9110 
Palomar-Laguna....... 
County—San Diego: 
Parts of county: 
Palomar-Laguna Div. 
County—Los Angeles: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 255-264 C.T. 5504.01 
C.T. 312-314 C.T. 5504.02 
C.T. 605 C.T. 5005-5010 
Mission/Ocea n/ Pacific BORON ....cceccsoccsscccsnesccsccsssessessee os ene GT. 122-125 
CT. 5028.02 Tem IY aren nnnneneeecenennsennennnnencen enenenneensnansanennent 
County—San Bermandino: 
Parts of county: 
E.D. 1246 (E. ) 
E.D. 1247-1257 
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é 
PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: California—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Colorado—Continued 
Service Area Listing Population Group Listing 


Service area name Population group 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 191.01 (Valley ee 
C.T. 191.02 Center. Crowley 

coe ee eee ss Low inc discs of Crowiey/ 


seneeeneveseossesessesasoressossaseseesesesees 


Migrant/Spanish Spkg. Population (SW Stanislaus)... 
County—Stanisiaus: 


Parts of county: 
Patterson 
Newman 


Spanish Spkg./Migrant Population (Escondido)... 
County—San Diego: 


Parts of county: 

C.T. 201.01 

C.T. 202.01 

C.T. 202.02 

C.T. 202.03 

C.T. 203.01 

C.T. 203.02 

C.T. 203.03 

C.-T. 204.00 

C.T. 205.00 

Gr. 20601 Fel ab ace 

C.T. 206.02 : 

Sp Spkg Mig/Seas Pop. of Dos Palos/Los Banos... 01 

County—Merced: 


PRIMARY CARE: Colorado 
Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Colorado 


if 


22 8 F828 F888 
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PRIMARY CARE: Colorado—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Degree 


Service area name of 


group 


C.T. 89.01 (Commerce city) 
C.T. 89.52 (South Welby) 


PRIMARY CARE: Colorado 
Population Group Listing 


C.T. 22 (low income pop) 
C.T. 23 (low income pop) 
C.T. 26 (low income pop) 
C.T. 27 @ow income pop) 
C.T. 30 flow income pop) 
Low inc pop. of Crowley/Oter0......ccvssseessee 
County—Crowley: 


Parts of county: 
Low income population 
County—Otero 
Parts of county: 
Low income population 
Mig./seas. farmworkers Of Weld ..........sssseee eooevecneneve 
County—Weild: . 
Parts of county: 
Migrant/seasonal farmworkers 


shortage 


PRIMARY CARE: Connecticut 
County Listing 


CT. 4761-4763 
C.T. 4771-4772 


FR CONG veers errreceeeeemmennenemememee 
Haven: 


County—New 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 1421-1426 
London: 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 6901-6907 
County—F airfield: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 728 
County—Hartiord: 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 5008-5010 
C.T. 5012-5015 
C.T. 5017-5018 
C.T. 5035 


teneeneeceereeesenesseccceenesesseesecseeneoenes 


g 
8 2 RBSSR SF F FRE SIS22"9 ij 


PRIMARY CARE: Connecticut—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Senice area name 


Camterbury Twn 
Eastford Twn 
Killingly Twn 
Plainfield Twn 
Pomfret Twn 
Putnam Twa 


Sterling Twn 
Thompson Twn 
Woodstock Twn 
South Norwalk 
Parts of County: 
C.T. 416-419 
C.T. 422-423 
Southwest Bridgeport... ....eessceoccsseseseeseennaenacenacnees 
County—F airfieit: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 702-708 
Southeast Bridgeport 
County—F airfielc 
Parts of county: 


ct. 1412-1415 


PRIMARY CARE: Connecticut 
Poputation Group Listing 


Population group 


Med. Ind. pop. of Middletown ......... 
County—Middiesexc 
Parts of county: 


C.T. 5401-5402 
CT. 5408 


PRIMARY CARE: Delaware 
County Listing 


County name 


New Castle: 
Service area: City Of Wilmington meen 
Odessa/Middietown/T: 





25860 


PRIMARY CARE: Delaware—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


ot 


shortage 


Service area name 
. group 


CT.8 
cT.9 

C.T. 17 

C.T. 20 

C.T. 154-156 


C.T. 166-169 


PRIMARY CARE: Delaware 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


County Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: District of Columbia 
Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Distriet of Columbia— 
Continued 


Serviee Area Listing 


Service area name 


a 
shortage 
group 


CT. 78.07 
C.T. 78.08 
C.T. 96-98 
North Capitel..... pina 
Parts of District: 
C.T. 83.20 
C.T. 46 
C.T. 47 (%) 
C.T. 86 (K) 
C.T. 87 (X) 


PRIMARY CARE: District of Columbia 
Facility Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Florida 
County Listing 
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PRIMARY CARE: Florida—Continued 
County Listing 


j 
S8882R8R BRS 22s see : 


PRIMARY CARE: Florida 
Service Area Listing 


C.T. 103-105 
C.T. 106.02 
C.T. 108-115 
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PRIMARY CARE: Florida—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Georgia—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Georgia 
Population Group Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


Population group Service area name 


ii] 


Low income Pop. Of Duvall ........-r.scvsessesssesnsenenenessveese _ 
County—Duval: 


Parts of county: 
GT. 1-5 
CT. 9-19 
C.T. 26-29 
C.T. 107-109 
C.T. 112-116 


; 


os 
03 
02 
o4 
02 
04 
02 
01 
04 
o1 
a 
01 
o1 
01 
o2 
01 
o2 
o 
02 
01 
o1 
02 
04 
02 
04 
04 
01 
04 
01 
o1 
o2 
02 
02 
04 
01 
04 
03 
01 
04 
01 
02 
03 
03 
03 
02 
03 
02 


enesnced’ 


Forsyth: 

Population Group: Med ind Pop. of Forsyth........... 
Fulton: 

Service area: Inner-City Atianta..... aeseneesnemn® 


Bae 
ore nar se 


Population Group: Med ind Pop. of Gordon........... 


Hall: 


Population Group: Med ind Pop. Of Halll .........0.-.00« 
Hancock. wonsestitaievnstacmstiiesisittnedacemmese 


eet heck ec 
Service area: Baker/Dougherty/Lee 


Sumter: 
Population Group: Med Ind Pop. of Sumter... 


CHELLEE 
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PRIMARY CARE: Georgia PRIMARY CARE: idaho—Continued PRIMARY CARE: idaho—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 
County name sh = ; Service Area Name 
group 


Etmore: County—Twin Falls: 
Service Area: Glenins Fenty .cccccccenccescsceeeeseseneecemeeese Parts of county: 

Fremont... Filler CCD (N. PT.) 

Twin Falis CCD (N. PT.) 
‘Shoshone 


Gem: 
Ss See Me Sm tytn Tee 
sure Valley seeeeneneenececencnncncceenee 


o 
= 


PRIMARY CARE: Hawaii Poston Gro: tg Pop. age Vly ——— 
™ Je 
County Listing Service Jerome 


Minidoka: 
Population Group: Mig Pop. of Magic Valley.......... 
COI ccccccaneennecncemnectnemnerestincceensncnctensaanaiae 


Owyhee: 
Service Area: Northwest Owyhee ........ sahil 
Population Group: Mig Pop. of Southem Trea- 


2: 38s 


Payette: 
Se ee ee 
sure Valley 


ad 


Suputeten Groupe Alin fap, 26 tage Wainy. 
‘Washington: 
ae al a 


county: 
C.T. 216 (North Kohala Div.) 


PRIMARY CARE: Idaho 
County Listing 


County name 
UR en 
County—Custer: 
Parts of county: 
Ada: Stanley Div. 


Population Group: Med Ind Pop. of Boise City...... 
Bannock: 


PRIMARY CARE: idaho 
Population Group Listing 


of 
Population group shortage 
group 
04 


Med Indigent Pop. of Boise City .............-ssvsecssssesssneees 
County—Ada: 


Parts of county: 

C.T. 1-24 
Migrant Pop. of Southern Treasure Valley. 
County—Canyon 


Giada 


So 
= 


County—Owyhee 

Migrant Pop. of Northern Treasure Valley............. — 
County—Gem 
County—Payette 
County—Washington 

Migrant Pop. of Eastern Snake River Valley 
County—Bannock 
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PRIMARY CARE: idaho—Continued PRIMARY CARE: illinois—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Illinois—Continued 
— — 
group 


Population group Service area name 


County—Mundoka 
County—Twin Fails 


PRIMARY CARE: Illinois 
County Listing 


ue 
22 RRS 228 28 Fe | 


C.T. 817-819 


GT. 2901-2927 
LOMGON MiIS..........cecesseresveseseeees 

Parts of county: 

CX. 7101-7115 Panton Pop. 

Oe iso he 
County—Cook: Union 
Parts of county: Top. 
C.T. 6290-8292 Young Hickory Twp. 


C.T. 8294 ° — of ~ ie 
i scescsestsctereeneneseenveienpincnneenpeariamnenes 2 
Chestnut Twp. 
Parts of county: ar Grre Sap, 
C.T. 6201-6204 maine Sean vam. 
4 Mawuon Twp. 
Orange Twp. 


Parts of county: 
Prairie City Twp 
County—Warren: 


County—Cook: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 6101-6108 
C.T. 6103-6122 
C.T. 6701-6720 


C.T. 207 ° 
East Side Health Dist. (St. Louis) 
County—St. Ciair: 
Parts of county: 


C.T. 5001-5014 
C.T. 5015.01 


ot 
shortage 
group 
02 
01 
02 
02 
01 
Of 
03 
o1 
04 
03 
04 
03 
01 
02 
o1 
o1 
o1 
01 
01 
01 
o1 
0 
04 
01 
02 
03 
03 
03 
02 
03 
02 
02 
01 
02 
03 
02 
02 
03 
02 
or 
02 
02 
01 
03 
03 
01 
03 
03 
o3 
02 
04 
01 
02 
04 
02 


Service area: East Side Health Dist. (St. Louis) .. 
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PRIMARY CARE: Iilinois—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Iilinois—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Indiana 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 
Service area name im Service area name rs Service area name 


County—Champaign: C.T. 310-312 
Parts of county: C.T. 315-321 
C.T.2 
C.T. 7 (Bikgrps 1 & 2) 
C.T. 53 (Bikgrps 2 & 3) 


CT. 8872 (Phoenix — 
County—Marstiall: 
Parts of county: 
La Prairie Twp. 
County—Peoria: 
Parts of county: 
Akron Twp. 
Brimfield Twp. 
Hallock Twp. 
Jubilee Twp. 
Millbrook Twp. PRIMARY CARE: Illinois 


Princeville Twp. Feomiy tnt 


Joilet Correctional IMSt...........ssssssssesssesverssssssesvesesseneres 
County—Will 

Satatesvilie Correctional Ist ...........ssssssssssesssereeseess 7 
County—Wwill 


Degree 

Facility ole 
, group 

02 

02 


PRIMARY CARE: Indiana 
County Listing 


C.T. 3411-3416 
C.T. 3422-3427 
C.T. 3537 
C.T. 3538 
C.T. 3564-3566 
C.T. 3581 


PRIMARY CARE: lowa 
County Listing 


GT. 3001-3020 
C.T. 3101-3114 
South SHOP .......ccvscssverseveeee 
County—Cook: 


Q' 
82 SBLSERSBLRRSRRKSS FR LKRKBE LRLEERK tie 
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PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued 
County Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Service aFOa: MOPMON THA .......scecsvsssovsesneessnseennneens 
Delaware: 

Service area: Center Pt./Central City/Coggon....... 
Fremont: 

SOrACe O00: TAOS .2...0...scccessecccsssesssesscssecenmessassomsenss 

Service area: SHONANOAN ............s-cccssssesseenneenesennenes 
Greene: 

Service area: Dayton-Gowsie ...........v--sessssscssemesveenes 


Le 
Guthrie: 

Service area: Adair/Casey ...... wenipaaeaasian 

Service area: Guthrie Center . 


Linn: 
Service area: Center Pt./Central City/Coggon....... 
: f / Tipton 


of 
shortage 
group 
02 
02 
03 > 
oO 
02 
61 
03 
03 
03 
02 
02 
04 
04 
o2 
02 
02 
02 
03 
04 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
os 
o2 
01 
03 
02 
02 
02 
oe 
04 


22888 8 2 8 Sk SB BRE B 
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PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: lowa—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Morningside/Sgt. Bluff (Kowa/NE@DI) ..vscssscssscesseeneeee 


County—Woodbury: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 1 (Pt) 
C.T. 16-21 
Concord Twp 
Liberty Twp (Pt.) 
Woodburg Twp (Pt.) 


County—Benton: 
Parts of county: 
Benton Twp 

Big Grove Twp 

Bruce Twp 
Canton Twp 
Cedar Twp 
Eden Twp 
Eldorado Twp 
Harrison Twp 


Warren Twp 
Washington Twp 
West Lancaster Twp 
Kingsley/Anthon/Mapletonn ........csssssssscsssesesesersessssseses 
County—Cherokee: 
Parts of county: 
Grand Meadow Twp 


County—Monona: 
Parts of county: 
Cooper Twp 
Grant Twp 


— 
shortage 
group 


02 


Service area name 


West Fork Twp 
Willow Twp 
County—Warren: 
Parts of county: 
County—Woodbury: 
Parts of county: 
Lakeport Twp 
Liberty Twp (Pt) 
Sloan Twp 


County—Appanoose: 
Parts of county: 


independence Twp (Pt.) 


of 
shortage 
group 
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PRIMARY CARE: lowa PRIMARY CARE: Kansas—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Kaneas—Continued 
Population Group Listing Service Area Listing 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 103-115 
C.T. 123-124 


PRIMARY CARE: lowa 
Facility Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Kansas 
Service Area Listing 


of 
shortage 
group 
os 
o2 
03 
04 
o1 
oe 
01 
o2 
oe 
Os 
o2 
01 
o1 
04 
o2 
04 
04 
o1 
03 
o1 
01 
04 
01 
Os 
03 
03 
01 
02 
o3 
o2 
03 
oe 
02 
04 
03 
os 
02 
o2 
02 
02 
o2 
04 
o2 
02 
oe 
o2 
02 
02 
02 
o3 
02 
01 
02 
02 
01 
no 
04 
01 
02 
oO 
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PRIMARY CARE: Kentueky—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Kentueky PRIMARY CARE: Louisiana 
Couny Listing Population Group Listing Serviee Area Listing 


Population greup 


ul 


Low income pop. Of Fayett©...........-c.-sssrserssersoes 
County—Fayette: 


Parts of county: 
T. 11 (N. of Derbigny St) 
PRIMARY CARE: Louisiana T. 1401 
County Listing T. 16 QU. of Dertigny St) 
17.08 


28 BSf2efeRse 


PRIMARY CARE: Kentucky 
Service Area Listing 


of 
shortage 
group 
0 03 


Cr. 9.01, 9.02, 9.03, 9.04 
CRY scncocoverearccnerencccssensvsnstostennenconsccnsessscecastonsessesi als 
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PRIMARY CARE: Louisiana : PRIMARY CARE: Maine—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Maine—Continued 
Population Group Listing Service Area Listing 


of 
Population group Service area name shortage 
group 


Low inc pop. of Shreveport ........-..--escceeee nshaticameniseail 
County—Caddo 


PRIMARY CARE: Louisiana 


Service aF08: LOOMS .......ecrcccsorecsveeeee 


Service area: AShlaind..............ccvsvssssesssssnernensnenneesnees 

Service area: Eagle Lake ............-ceccssscsseenvecenseessees 

Service area: Southern Aro0st00k .......-.-ssssseesseee 

Service area: St. Francis ..........cccessssecsvesseveeneessenesseess 
Cumberland: 

Service area: Kezar Fails (Maine/N.H.) 
Franklin: 

Service area: Rangeley.........ccsssvessssecceneecessnsensnees 
Hancock 

Service area: BuCKSPOML.......-.cevcereseesneesereneensesewnenense 
Kennebec: 


SOrvice BFC0: ANION ..0.....-cecccescessvessveseveresscussenseneancaee 
Service AFCA: LOOKS ..........cesrveecsversnerssneecsuneesoeesnenenvens 


24.22: 


°o 
= 


Service area: Penobscot Bay............ 
Oxford: 


Service area: Bethel .............c.-suesssseerseeerveesevecsereseneens 
Service area: Kezar Falis (Maine/N.H.) ...... 


82s 


282 88 282 


£8 
e 


ooo 
a= 


Service area: Kezar Fails (Maine/N.H,) .........-....00 


3 


PRIMARY CARE: Maine 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 
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PRIMARY CARE: Maine—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Maryland—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Maryland—Continued 
Service Area Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


of 
Service area name shortage Service Area Name 


PRIMARY CARE: Maryland 


C.T. 2718.01 
C.T. 2718.02 


O'Donnell Heights. 
County—Baltimore City: 
Parts of county: 


C.T. 1401-1403 
C.T. 1501-1502 
C.T. 1601-1604 
C.T. 1701-1703 
C.T. 2101 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 7012-7014 
Allagash = - C.T. 7070 
St. Francis Plantation Baltimore. C.T. 7080 
St. John Plantation County—Baltimore City: POCOMOKE City ceseessese 
County—Worcester: 
T. Parts of county: 
PRIMARY CARE: Maryland cf Dist. 1 


County Listing 


ee aeeceesseeseneeeeonsnssnssssssesroneceresscsee es, 


County name 


°o 
= 


C.T. 1901-1903 
C.T. 2001-2005 


£88 8 


PRIMARY CARE: Maryland 
Facility Listing 


ese? & geee see2 & 22 &8 
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PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts 


County Listing 


Population Group: Low inc pop. of Fall River ........ 


of 
shortage 
group 
03 
01 
02 
04 
01 
04 
03 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
04 
03 
02 
02 
01 
02 
01 
01 
02 
02 
03 
01 
02 
02 
02 
03 
01 
oe 
o1 
04 
02 
03 
04 
01 
04 
02 
02 
04 


PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


County—Suffolk: 
Parts of county: 
CT. 1401-1404 
Jamaica Piain............. 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1202-1207 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1010-1011 


Maya 2... ccecseccessseee 
County—Middiesex: 


Parts of county: 
Maynard Twn 


County—Essex: 
Parts of county: 


25871 


PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


C.T. 1001-1005 
CT I secscscsereeesiinicicnesisianas 
County—Suffolic 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 301-305 
North Lawrence 


County—Essex. 
Parts of county: 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 801-809 
CT. 811-821 
South Framingham 
County—Middiesex: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 3831-3832 
C.T. 3834 
South Blackstone Valley. 


County—Norfolk: 
Parts of county: 
Bellingham Twn 


County—Worcester. 
Parts of county: 
Blackstone Twn 
Douglas Twn 
Mendon Twn 
Millville Twn 
Northbridge Twn 
Sutton Twn 
Uxbridge Twn 
Somerville. 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 3501-3515 
South Boston ....... 


County—Suftolic 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 601-614 
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PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued 
Service Area Listing County Listing County Listing 


of 
Service area name shortage 
group 


Crawford: 
Service area: Roscommon/St. Hellen 
Dickenson: 
ice area: tron River/Crystal Falls. 
Genesee: 2 


tron: 
PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts _ number ceria tte 
— | Facility: Wayn@ County Sali ccc 


Degree 

nguene shortage ice area: PRIMARY CARE: Michigan 
group Sendoe Area Lith 

01 


Chinese pop. (South End Boston) ...........-cvssssssssses - 
County—Suffotk: 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 701-712 
County—Bristol: 


Parts of county: 


C.T. 6408-6409 
C.T. 6411-6414 


PRIMARY CARE: Massachusetts 
Facility Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Michigan 
County Listing 


82 2 8& RK iH 
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PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued 
Degree Degree 
group group 


County—St. Clair: C.T. 51-56 
Parts of county: C.T. 58-64 


oe ot 


C.T. 154-163 
C.T. 179 
C.T. 180 
C.T. 201 
C.T. 202 
C.T. 211 
County—Wayne: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 168-171 
C.T. 173-175 
C.T. 176.01 
C.T. 176.02 
C.T. 176.03 
C.T. 176.04 
C.T. 209 
inaw: C.T. 251-255 
Parts of county: C.T. 257 
C.T. 125 (Chapin and Brady Twnship.) C.T. 258.01 
C.T. 127 (Chesaning Twnship.) C.T. 258.02 
C.T. 128 (Chesaning Twnship.) C.T. 259.01 
C.T. 129 (Maple Grove Twnship) C.T. 259.02 


County—Shiawassee: C.T. 260 
C.T. 261.01 


C.T. 261.02 
C.T. 262.01 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 


Parts of county: 
Conway Township 
Cohocta Township 
Deerfield Township 
County-—Shiawassee: 
Parts of county: 
Antrim Township 
Burns Township 
Perry City 
Perry Township 
De Tour. estasintpeedaianbeinscustotetecnansistinte 
Parts of county: 
De Tour Twp. 
De Tour Village 
Drummond Twp. 
Raber Twp. 
Ca ect censrneritincinnvrmnanivnntemnemenaneesentiviisisias 
County—Wayne: 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 620-626 
C.T. 639-541 
C.T. 548-550 
C.T. 560 
C.T. 661 
CT. 565-570 
C.T. 655 
C.7. 661-665 
CT. 755-778 
C.T. 789-797 

I iitiitlnsteiertenccnriepinntmrnmiinn 
County—Wayne: 


Parts of county: 
CT. 11-13 
CT. 16 
CT. 16 





25874 Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Michigan—Continued 


Service Area Listing 


. 1112.01 (White Lake Twnship) 
.T. 1112.02 (White Lake Twnship) 
.T. 1112.03 (White Lake Twnship) 
.T. 1113.01 (Highland Twnship) 

. 1113.02 (Highland Twnship) 


PRIMARY CARE: Michigan 
Population Group Listing 
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PRIMARY CARE: Michigan PRIMARY CARE: Minnesota—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Minnesota—Continued 
Facility Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


ace 4 


:§ it/Univorsi 
Facility: Model Cities Health Center (St. Paul) 
LL 
Rerwitte: 
Service area: Granite Falis/Ciarkfield _. 
Rice: 


of 
shortage 
group 
02 
02 
02 
a2 
OS 
02 
e2 
02 
04 
2 
@1 
02 
01 
a2 
oF 
a2 
a2 
4 
02 
a2 
04 
04 
o1 
01 
02 
02 
04 
04 
02 
e2 
02 
o 
o 
a 
04 
04 
04 
02 
a2 
02 
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PRIMARY CARE: Minnesota—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Minnesota—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Minnesota 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Population Group Listing 


Degree 


Service area name one Service area name 


group 


Hill River Twp 

Johnson Twp 

King Twp 

Lengby Twp 

Lessor Twp 

Mcintosh Village 

Queen Twp 

Rosebud Twp 
Granite Falis/Clarkfietd .........-...--ss:ssssssensersnsnssvenssnenes 
County—Chippewa: 


Parts of county: 
Granite Falls City 
Granite Falls Twp 
Maynard Vil 

Stoneham Twp 


County—Renville: 
Parts of county: 
Hawk Creek Twp 


01 
03 
o1 
02 
02 
04 
02 
o1 
02 
02 
03 
03 
01 


esses &2 828 


WindOM/MOUntaIN LAKC .........--secssssseernsesessensrnesnsssnees 
County—Cottonwood: 


Parts of county: 
Windom City Vil 
Mountain Lake Vil 
Bingham Lake Vil 
Jeffers Vil 
Amboy Twp 
Amo Twp 
Carson Twp 


SBSSSLXSBsS SBLkSBsLBRgsseRe 


2888 
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PRIMARY CARE: Mississippi—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Missouri—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Missouri—Continued 
County Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 


Service area name ot 


re li 


Monegaw Twp. 
Osage Twp. 
Oscaola Twp. 
Polk Twp. 
Taber Twp. 


So 
= 


RRBFLRK2B 8B 


CT. 78.02 
C.T. 79-80 
Garden City ........... 
County—Cass: 


Parts of county: 
<T. 607-612 
Kinlock/Berkley. 
Louis: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 2128-2129 
CT. 2134 
Oe GR, Oa a ccessceanecnsnsennscenseccenecenressmnspsneccnnessenenan 
County—St. Louis City: 
Parts of county: 
. 1051-1055 
. 1061-1067 
. 1071-1077 
. 1081-1085 
. 1091-1095 
. 1101-1105 
. 91999-1915 
. 1121 (portion) 


. 1212-1213 
. 1214 (portion) 
. 1251 (portion) 
. 1252-1253 
. 1261-1265 

Guese Gam 


PRIMARY CARE: Mississippi 
Facility Listing 


Degree 
of 
shortage 
group 
03 
02 
02 
04 
02 
01 
02 
01 
01 
03 
02 
04 
04 
03 
04 
02 
01 
01 
03 
o3 
02 
04 
03 
o1 
02 
01 
04 
04 
01 
03 
U4 
01 
02 
02 
04 
02 
04 
o3 
04 
02 
03 
02 
03 
02 
04 
04 
01 
03 
02 
02 
o3 


PRIMARY CARE: Missouri 
County Listing 


2 i 
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PRIMARY CARE: Missouri—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Montana—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Montana—Continued 


of 
County name shortage Service area name 
group | 


Petroleum: 

Service area: Petroleum/ Judith Basin .....-r-rercss.-- 01 
IG cencetsieniccsniseneniceeamenintatsistalgthanetiliinsatibiaianiastabeias 01 
01 


01 
01 


. 1011-1017 
.T. 1023-1025 
. 1151-1157 
.T. 1161-1166 
.T. 1173 (portion) 
.T. 1174 (portion) 
. 1185 (portion) 
. 1221-1224 
C.L 1231-1235 
C.T. 1241-1245 
County—Gasconade: 


wt Twp. PRIMARY CARE: Montana 
wp. 
Service Aea Listing 


02 
04 
04 
04 
02 
03 
02 
02 
02 
01 
01 


88 


Salt Pond T 


PRIMARY CARE: Montana 
County Listing 
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PRIMARY CARE: Nebraska—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Nebraska—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Nebraska—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 
of - of 
Service area name shortage Service area name shortage 
group group 


Ravenna City 
County—Sherman 


8 £2 S822 88 B SF BRR ie] 


Service Area Listing 
ot 
Service area name shortage 
group 
02 


SRI si tacctcinnsntnsarnenesnensessensststeneneneseaneenneTnARE NASR RRED 


of 
shortage 
group 

0 
01 
o1 
01 
01 
01 
01 
01 
oO 
04 
04 
02 
01 
01 
o 
01 
04 
01 
01 
01 
o 
01 
02 
oO 
01 
o 
or 
o1 
“oO 
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PRIMARY CARE: Nevada PRIMARY CARE: Nevada—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New Jersey 
i Population Group Listing County Listing 


Population group 


Paiute indians of Las Vegas Valiey 
County—Cilark 
PRIMARY CARE: New Hampshire 
County Listing 


County name 


Carroll: 
Service area: Kezar Falls (N.H./Maine) ...........00.... 


6 I scscciesinnncareascnstscssensomemmennnmesioas 
Service area: Gladys E. Dickenson Area............+ 
Service area: North NOwWark......cceessseesrersseneessses 
Hudson: 
ee ee ee NNR 


“iii Seititinnen...... 
Middlesex: 
—e Group: Med ind of New Brunswick 
QR BR aasnccnccccsantncensentascecbsechendsencidecnssnnecneincsee 
ee 


se 


Epping — 
Upper Connecticut Valley (N.H./Vermonit)............. a 
County—Coos: 


Parts of county: 
Colebrook Twn 
Columbia Twn 
Stratford Twn 
Stewartown Twn 


of 
shortage 
group 
04 
04 
04 
02 
02 
02 
04 
04 
01 
04 
o 
04 
03 
o1 
04 
02 
02 
oO 
on 
02 
03 
02 
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PRIMARY CARE: New Jersey—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


of 


shortage 
group 


Service area name 


C.T. 32-36 
C.T. 43-44 
C.T. 50 
DOWNtOwNn PattersOn.........csnveerssneeersses 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1814-1815 
C.T. 1816.01 
C.T. 1816.02 
C.T. 1817.01 
C.T. 1817.02 
C.T. 1818 
C.T. 
ct. 


Parts of R 
C.T. 6011-6013 


PRIMARY CARE: New Jersey—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


of 


Shortage 
group 


Service area name 


County—Union: 
Parts of county: 


CT. 57-59 (Med indigent) 


PRIMARY CARE: New Jersey 
Facility Listing 


Facility 


Bernaiitio: 

Service area: Los Padilias/Pajarito ..................- 
Chaves: 

Population group: Med Ind Pop. of S. Chaves: 


23 


22 832 88 8 


82 SS RRR 


Service area: POCOS .....-eeeeceeeeeeaoesseeeseesnees 


PRIMARY CARE: New Mexico—Continued 
County Listing 


County name 


Santa Fe: 
Service area: La Ciinica De La Gente.................... 
Facility: New Mexico St. Penitentiary (Cerillos)...... 
Sierra: 


ON acti ice annticiicna 
County—Oona Ana: 
Parts of county: 
Hatch (E.D. 8.9, 9B) 


Parts of county: 

Truth or Con (E. D. 8 & 44) 
La Clinica De La Gente........ 
County—Santa Fe: 

Parts of county: 
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PRIMARY CARE: New Mexico—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 
County Listing County Listing 


i 


County name County name 


i 
fe] 


Service area: West Central Bromi..........vvssssvsssssees 
Facility. NYC correctional fac./Riker's isiand......... 


Service area: Deposit.........vveecsssrsereeersseverssnesesessseets 
Cattaraugus: 


288 8888 


#8 8 8 


Facility: Chenango Mem. Hosp. out-patient dept... 
Columbia: 


Service area: Northern Commi ...-........cccvecsesesseee 

Service area: Blue Stores...........sccersseccseeerersrnvecsevesee 
Cortland: 

Service area: Marathon/Cincinnatus..............-csrsse 
Delaware: 

Service area: Deposit...........ercverssesensernseeseverssereneesees 


Duchess: 
Facility: Green Haven correctional facility............... 
Erie: 


ne 
PRIMARY CARE: New Mexico waat 
Population Group Listing 


5 ay lenslimensieeneotinneenistitsattn 
Service area: East Central ESS0x.......0ssecssresseseseee 


2f 882 & LS RK B RS 


#2 888 2 BR 


° 
= 


22 28 


2382 


Andover 
Service area: Elkiand (NY/PA) 
Suffolk: 
Service area: Southold/Shelter Island... 
Service area: S. Hampton (S. Fork)/E. Hampton.. 


01 
02 
02 
04 
02 
03 
03 
02 
03 
02 
01 
01 


eeeses RSR BSR 


PRIMARY CARE: New York 
County Listing 


888 BR 


County name 


ue 


PRIMARY CARE: New York 
Service Area Listing 


(Rochester) 
Service area: Westside Of ROCHESHET .......ccveseeeseee 


Montgomery: 
Service area: Western Montgomery CO .......-.cvssss0« 
New York: 


°o 
= 


Albany: 
Service area: Northeast AIDAMY .....:....cscsssssessesssesee 


LRERSRLS 


Facility: Bellevue Hospital Cemter............ccscsesscssse 
Oneida: 
Service area: Boonville 


esessesees R8e 8 
8 88 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 


of 


Degree 
group 


Service area name 
group 


C.T. 114-119 
er etiihicerthinsineisccinnsnecsinnonancmmeningintianieie 
County—Fulton: 


HIVKS 


RBA: 


C.T. 204 (Part) 

C.T. 205 (Parish & Ambroy Twns.) 
C.T. 206 (Constantia Twn.) 

C.T. 207.01 (W. Monroe Twn.) 
C.T. 207.02 (Central Square) 

C.T. 207.03 (Hastings Twn.) 

C.T. 208 (Potermo Twn.) 

C.T. 209.02 Par) 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree Degree 


of of 
shortage Service area name 
group 


GT. 210.02 
C.T. 211.03 
C.T. 214-217 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 
Service area name shortage Service area name shortage 
group group 


of 
group 


Sherburne Twn. 
Smyrma Twn. 


County—Madison: 
Parts of county: 
Brookfield 


: 


C.T. 81 
C.T. 81.99 
C.T. 91 
C.T. 97 
C.T. 99 
C.T. 105 
C.T. 115.02 


Martin Luthor Wing Area .......eeescsesesevssersenesonsnveete 
County—Broruc 
Parts of county: 
CT. 87 
C.T. 89 
. 119 
.T. 121.01 
.T. 121.02 
. 123 
. 125 
- 127.01 
.T. 127.02 
.T. 129.01 
. 129.02 
.T. 131 
. 133 
.T. 135 
. 137 
. 139 
-T. 145 
.T. 147 
. 149 
. 151 
.T. 153 
. 175 
. 177 
. 179 


SAAAAAAAAA AAA AAA AAA AAA 


? f as 
i PERRROOORREUERUEEROSERORES 


County—Erie: 
Parts of county: 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


C.T. 916.01 
C.T. 916.02 
C.T. 916.99 
C.T. 918 
C.T. 922 
C.T. 928 
C.T. 934 
C.T. 938 
C.T. 942.01 
C.T. 942.02 
C.T. 942.03 
CT. 952 
C.T. 962 . 690 
CT. 964 ‘ T. 694 
C.T..972 C.T. 102 T. 766 
CT. 992 South Bronx-Fort Apache. T. 768 
C.T. 998 County—Bronx: T. 788 
C.T. 1008 Parts of county: T. 790 
C.T. 1010 C.T. 155 T. 792 
CT. 1032 a ed .T. 814 
T. 3 .T. 818 
C.T. 363 T. 840 
"Ee aeeee CT. 365.01 T. e48 
CT 1907.01 C.T. 365.02 . 846.01 
C.T. 1907.02 oy -T. 646.02 
CT 1908 C.T. 369.01 T. 864 
Tr CT. 


C.T. 2009-2010 ca ‘T. 878 


Southeast Otsego Co. ... wattia mt — South ae (NOT) nenesernrnernennenennrnrnnt 
County—Otsego: South Hamilton...... aa County—Queens: 
Parts of county: : Parts of county: 


Decat 194.01 
‘ ‘ .T. 194.02 


- 620 


.T. 626 
. 630 
.T. 632 
.T. 646 
. 650 
.T. 680 
. 682 


SRIvNysseeseseesssrss: 


z 


Maryland 
W. Ford 7198 


.T. 202 
. 204 
.T. 206 
- 208 


South Jamaica (South) 
County—Queens: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 44.01 
C.T. 50 
C.T. 54 
C.T. 58 
C.T. 86 
C.T. 68 
C.T. 94 
C.T. 96 
C.T. 100 
102 
104 
166 
168 
170 
172 


T. 244 
246 


CT, 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
CT. 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 


of 
Service area name shortage Service area name 


group 


CT. 213.01 
C.T. 217.01 
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PRIMARY CARE: New York—Continued 


Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: New York 
Population Group Listing 


C.T. 12 (Med. indigent) 
C.T. 13.01 (Med. indigent) 


County—New York 
Chenango Mem. Hosp. Out-Pat. Dept...............cvse0: 


County—Chenango 
Green Haven Corr. Facility..cccccseceesscecsovereseesesseveeneeseenes 
County—Duchess 


of 


shortage 
group 


PRIMARY CARE: North Carolina 
County Listing 


ey group: Mig/Seas Frmwkrs of John- 
ston Co...... 


ex8289 


8 


ge 


28s f£88Rees Bee 


PRIMARY CARE: North Carolina—Continued 


Wilson: 
Population group: Mig Pop. of Nash/Wilson.......... 
Yadkin on 
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Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Service area: East Liverpool (Ohio/Penn/W.VA)... 
Lake: 
Service area: Geneva/Madison 
Lawrence 
Lucas: 
Service area: Center City/Dorr-Toledo.................- 
Service area: Downtown East Side Toledo ............ 
Service area: Near South Side Toledo.................... 
Service area: North Toledo _____. 
Service area: Old West End Toledo ............._.- 
Service area: Western Lucas CO... meee 


o1 
01 
03 
01 
02 
02 
o1 
o1 
01 
01 
01 
oO 
01 
ot 
ot 
03 
01 
01 
02 
03 
02 
03 
03 
01 
o 
o1 
04 
01 


g 


Mahoning: 

Service area: Eastside 

Medina: 

Service area: New Matamoras . e-em 
MOIS a nnnennnesnnnnenenenenvesnsenesnseneenennsenssnenneaceseammmnecmncsee 
Monroe. 


PRIMARY CARE: North Carolina 
Population Group Listing 


g 
8 2 S2BR SSS RRSS REL KR SSRLKS RF KR RRB SF RSSSKK F F BBRIKBK BR KF BRS RE FF HH 





25890 Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


PRIMARY CARE: Ohio—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Ohio—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Ohio—Continued 
Service Area Listing , Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


of 
shortage 


a . 
Service area name shortage Service area name 


Cleveland cseeeeneeeecsnenereersnenscses St. Clair Twp 
County—Cuyahoga: Washington Twp 
Parts of county: Wayne Twp 
C.T. 1012 Wellsville Twp 

~ 1015-1019 
. 1022-1029 
. 1031-1039 
- 1041-1049 
- 1051-1056 
. 1079 

. 1987-1089 
. 1091-1099 
. 1101-1103 
- 1128 

. 1131-1139 
. 1141-1148 


C.T. 1161-1168 
C.T. 1181-1185 


Wayne Twnship 
County—Ross 
Collingwood .......-...cs.00+- 
County—Cuyahoga: 
Parts of county: 


C.T. 1169 
C.T. 1171-1179 


C.T. 1211-1219 
C.T. 1221-1223 


CT. 1112 
C.T. 1113 
C.T. 1115-1119 
CT. 1121 
C.T. 1123-1128 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1014 (Jefferson) 
C.T. 1021 (Jefferson) 
oe ; IR DOG i cicccesscnscccinaccascicendomsaicnisiotsenneraipes 
C.T. 1235 (Jefferson) Parts of county: 
C.T. 1239 (Jefferson) CT. 211-216 


C.T. 1241-1246 CT. 219-224 
County—Lucas: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 87 
C.T. 88 
C.T. 89.01 
C.T. 90 (Part) 
C.T. 01 
C.T. 93-96 
Winton Hills (Cincinnati) ............cccsessssessseesene euaeueeness 
County—Hamilton 
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® 
PRIMARY CARE: Oklahoma PRIMARY CARE: Okiahoma—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Okiahoma—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree 


of 
Service area name shortage 


group 


County—Mayes: 
Parts of county: 
Adair (E.D. 12) 


Parts of county: . Parts of county: 
New Alluwe (E.D. 14 and 15) E.D. 14, 15, 18 


PRIMARY CARE: Oklahoma 
Facility Listing 


C.T. 1078.01 
C.T. 1078.02 
C.T. 1078.03 
C.T. 1078.04 
C.T. 1078.05 
C.T. 1078.06 
County—Tutsa: 
Parts of county: 
CT. 2-15 
CT. 57 
C.T. 62 
CT. 79 
C.T. 60 


28 2232 2 22 8 


oo 
=~ 


C.T. 1047-1049 
C.T. 1053 

C.T. 1054 

C.T. 1072.07 
C.T. 1072.09 


of 
shortage 
group 
02 
04 
02 
03 
03 
04 
02 
03 
03 
04 
03 
02 
03 
03 
04 
03 
02 
03 
03 
02 
04 
02 
02 
01 
02 
03 
63 
01 
01 
04 
o1 
04 
03 
02 
03 
02 
02 
o3 
01 
02 
03 
ot 
o1 
03 
01 
01 
03 
03 
03 
03 


83 S382 2 R&S 8 RSS 3 R 
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PRIMARY CARE: Oregon—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Oregon—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Oregon—Continued 
County Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Service area name Service area name 


County—Malheur: Parts of County: 
Parts of County: Willamina CCD 


PRIMARY CARE: Oregon 


Population group: Mig pop. of Washington Co 


Poputation group 


Med Indigent Pop. Of Marion ........-.c-ssssssessseesssesssseees 
County—Marion 


Parts of county 
C.T. 1-23 


B Pittsburgh 
Service area: Terrace Village W ............v.reesserssvseesseee 
Armstrong: 
Service area: 


Bedford: 
Service area: HYNGMAN ..........vssvsssseresssesseseseeneesnees ap 
Service area: Broad TOP ........c-svssssssvsesersessensenssesssves 


Parts of County: 
Town of Minam in Wallowa CCD 


of 
shortage 
group 
03 
01 
03 
01 
04 
o1 
01 
02 
02 
01 
01 
02 
02 
02 
01 
02 
04 
02 
02 
02 
02 
01 
01 
02 
02 
03 
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PRIMARY CARE: Pennsy!vania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsylvania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsylvania—Continued 
County Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


of 
Service area name shortage 
group 


ud 


28 


Lancaster: 
Population Group: Sp Spkg Pop. of S.E. Lan- 
i icctatitenienireniencmmmmnitaniiibinias 


Service area: Welsh MOuntaii...........--.-..serssssssssses 


o 


04 
01 
03 
ot 
02 
03 
04 
04 


o 82 


= 2 


S2R8 Ff BRS BLL LLRSLe Bee FE ek 
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PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued 


Spartansburg 
Richmond Twp 
East Liverpool (Penn/ONIO/W. VA) ...ccercsunserevesessevere 
County—Beaver: 
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PRIMARY CARE: Pennsytvania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Pennsytvania—Continued 


Service Area Listing Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


—— — 
shortage 

group grouD 
——————— o 


Twp 
Brooklyn Twp 
Dimack Twp 
Forest Lake Twp 
Franklin Twp 
Harford Twp 

Boro 


iM 
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PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued | PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued | PRIMARY CARE: Pennsyivania—Continued 


C.T, 15-16 


PRIMARY CARE: Pennsylvania 
Population Group Listing 


Population Group 


Low Inc. Pop. Of Erie City ...........sssscvssservenessnsnnevessanennes 
County—Erie 
Low Income Pop. of Sharon-Fasrelll............svssssessseese 
County—Mercer 
Span. Spk. Pop. of S.E. Lancaster City ........-sssssss 
County—Lancaster: 
Parts of county: 
CT.8 
C7.9 
C.T. 15 
C.T. 16 


PRIMARY CARE: Rhode Island 
Caunty Listing 


County name 


Bristol: 
Population Group: Med ind Pop. of Bristoi/E. 
Prov 
Kent: 
Population-Group: Med Ind Pop. of Kent Co.......... 
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PRIMARY CARE: Rhode island—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Rhode Island PRIMARY CARE: South Carolina 
County Listing Service Area Listing 


County name of , of 
group 


Newport: 
Population Group-Low Inc. Pop. of South Ai........ 
Providence: 


8 82 8888 & HH 


°o 
= 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 108-111 


C.T. 172 
C.T. 174 
C.T. 176 
CT. 178-183 


of 
shortage 
group 
o 
02 
o1 
04 
04 
02 
01 
o1 
Oo 
02 
Os 
03 
04 
o1 
02 
02 
02 
o2 
03 
o1 
04 
o1 
04 
o1 
1 
o1 
04 
04 
o2 
o2 
02 
0 
03 
01 
02 
o2 
03 
02 
o2 
01 
02 
o1 
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PRIMARY CARE: South Carolina—Continued | PRIMARY CARE: South Dakota—Continued [| PRIMARY CARE: South Dakota—Continued 


Service area: Martin (S.D./N@D.) ........-ccccssseseessersese 
SOrVice FOR: PRIMM GD..-.0-nveccocececoseososoresssosesssecesessecsene 
Jerauld 


Service area: Tumer/Lincoin 
Union: 
Service area: Akron (S. Dakota/lowa)..........-cccssss0s 


02 
03 
02 
02 


i 


eguniy? 
PT LLL 
3 ae i 


8S 88 28R esrRees!e geesesR 
if : 
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PRIMARY CARE: South Dakota—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Tennessee—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Texas—Continued 


Population Group Listing 


et PRIMARY CARE: Tennessee 


Service Area Listing 
Med Ind Pop. of Minnehaha CO ..cvsccuevsceueeeeeeensee 


Service area name 


PRIMARY CARE: South Dakota 
Feciiy Unt 


Facility 


° 
= 


Human Services Cemter...............vssssssssseeseessvee 
County—Yankton 

Redfield State Hosp. & SCHOO! ...........ecssesseeesseee 
County—Spink 


oj 
8S RRR REFS SVRxeses SRKRISIKKKBS SF SKRFLLZ RB LRKLE HH 


°o 
Ny 


Service area: Highland Bayou ..................-c-seessee 
icc ctciisiithecttitentititcenasinmnnitiahaiaiinaicitn 
Gonzales: 

os Ii cecencentninininieincnmnaeincinntnnencinnnitinin 


"Popuaion Gru: Mi Pop. of Hae Co. inca 
Hardin. 


Henderson. 
Service area: Frinidad.............. tas 


SRFe8se 2228 B82 Fk See 


C.T. 160-164 
CT. 168-171 


PRIMARY CARE: Texas 


£228 282 8&8 RSS 


Anderson: 
Facility: Beto Prison ........ 
Facility: Coffield Prison .............. 
i cccnititinennsttenntenntapinntecmenrernniiitennsitccaiicanaliinanntis 


2 
BSESESL RBFS KLBRLS SLLkSRRseRvees i 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 115 / Tuesday, June 15, 1982 / Notices 


PRIMARY CARE: Texas—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Texas—Continued 
Service Area Listing Service Area Listing 


Seee22ees8 Le28ee8 


C.T. 112-113 
C.T. 114.01 
C.T. 114.02 
C.T. 167.01 


2 22822 eg 


C.T. 1303-1313 
Fair Park/White FROck Creek.......serecssierssseesessseessneecs eat 
County—Dallas: 


Parts of county: 
i itachi C.T. 23 
Population Group: Indian Pop. of Dallas/Ft 
si disnstcncneieecticsnincnvesrithcenseainiuclatlieiintecensntesins 
Terrell eanon eaceenes 
Travis: 
Service area: East Austin ........e.cccsscsssesssssesesseerseessee 


22 233 


South Side (San AMtomio).....-cevrecersceccsnresssnmeseeeeessenn a 


Parts of county: 
C.T. 1601 


C.T. 105 
Southern Rural Bexar (San Antonio) .........-cssvssessers 
County—Bexar: 
Parts of county: 
CT. 1314-1316 
CT. 1318 
C.T. 1416-1419 
C.T. 1519-1522 
C.T. 1610-1612 
C.T. 1619-1620 


03 
03 
03 
01 
02 
02 
04 
02 
03 
02 
02 
02 
o1 
03 
02 
03 
02 
01 
02 
01 
02 


PRIMARY CARE: Texas 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 
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PRIMARY CARE: Texas—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Utah—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Vermont 
Service Area Listing County Listing County Listing 


County name 


ii] 


Bennington: 
Service area: Londondery.............. 
Caledonia: 


Service area: Hardwick ..............ssssssveseessverseneesenees 
Service area: Northeast Kingdom .............cssssssssee 
Essex: 


3a 28:8 


Service area: Upper Connecticut Valliey................. 
CII INE GE ceeenccrceiemneiieenin 


28 28 8 


Service Area: N.W./Westside Salt Lake ............0.... 
San Juan: 

Service Area: Blanding q........-scsserssvseesseveesssversenee 

Service Area: Montezuma Crk/Navajo Min............ 
SE ence henitrtrrneneenieccensnaencnnsnncicinielianiatdliaianniitiians 
Tooele: 

Service Area: TOO ..........sccscsssssssesesssnveessessssssseess 

Service Area: Wendover (Utah/Nevada)................. 


° 
= 


Weber: 


PRIMARY CARE: Texas Service Area: Central and West Ogden.................. 


Service area: Black River Valley .............csssssssssseee 
Service area: Route 100... .cccesscsssssveesseressnensseseene 
Service area: Otter Creek Valley.......... 


Population Group Listing Service area: Hardwick .cccecceoceecececesccscecessncessseeceeeseees 
PRIMARY CARE: Utah Windham: Gilat 

Service area: U socensssvsenvenseossesevoseces 

Service Area Listing Service area: i ne 

Windsor: 


Service area: Black River Valley ...........-..escrssssses 
Service area: POUL 100.........-..0---svvssrssessessesesnseesees 
Service area: Londonderty ...........--...-» onesaasadansionnemnee 


8 2832 82k 


828 82 8 BLK FR RK BE 


> i 


PRIMARY CARE: Vermont 


Service area name 


Black River Valley ............ss-ssersessssseresevereceneeessanemnennes 
County—Rutiand: 


S SS FS RKRKKKEBEBRB BB 
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PRIMARY CARE: Vermont—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Vermont—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Virginia—Continued 
Sendce Area Listh Sandee Ahan f County List 
Degree Degree 
ae Service area name ame County name 
eR eee 


Lynchburg: 
ion group: Low Inc. Pop. of Lynchburg...... 


PRIMARY CARE: Virginia 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 


Be rin-VO8 .......seeccveesreereeeseeees 
Coun’ 
Parts of county: 
Berlin-tvor 
a RO recite neentteasininenintiniiiciciniaasicatitianiae 
County—Bedford: 


Service area: Tri-County (Buck/Fluv/Cumb) 
SRS RR DI caeccccnszcnsezczerssescensennsmnemnsizesniinenncntasinaniiadiateaa 
Elizabeth City: 
Service area: Gast End.......ncccncvesorsecesesnerssnesvervennes 
OR ecctcctntemnceeenecesniitemmnsthlihiaiebentinitea 
PRI cxierstennstsnrncermmanensentninnnivisnenntatinccstiniplehiianlis 
Service Area: Tri-County (Buck/Fluv/Cumb) 
ID ia vinssrsccssintissitcinieninsssancsiionchaainneaaaattnniioan . 


County—Windham: 


Parts of county: 
Jamaica Twn 
Newtane Twn 
Stratton Twn 


S8se2 8&8 SeeReRsRxsss 


1s 
= 
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PRIMARY CARE: Virginia—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Washington—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Washington—Continued 
Service Area Listing County Listing Service Area Listing 


Degree Degree 
eum County name of 
group 


Facility: Seattle & King Co. SQHS eeeeeeeseenersessenssnees 
Facility: Washington St. Correctional institution...... 


Service area: Cho EMIT ......oorencccnsesssessessnnsessnnsessees 
SI nasyssensemenemanesntnecacsnememetsnnpatapepiguensinapsemesntes 
Lewis: 

Service area: Cowlitz /LOWIB...-...--ccocseesseseresseesssen 

Service area: PACKWOOK ......-...-ocsecssveevevsssevsennnsessosesee 
Mason: 


Service area: Grand Coulee... -necenccnsesneesseesssesee 
Facility: Washington St. Correctional Institution... 


Service area: Grand COUCC aeenenenenenneninnnnne 
Service af@a: OFOViMO.......ncncu-sceesseneessvssssssseeesseesesenes 
Population group: Mig Pop. of Okanogan Valley ... 


CORIO accnnccannscensistinnstinsscianitanichinitntine 

Population group: Mig Pop. of Whatcom/Skagit.... 

CR ennsntnntnninennnennitiisindiaiaiitiiaaies 
Snohomish: 

Service area: Darrington. .........-.-cuccssssnvnsssvessssessessens 

— ion group: Tulalip Tribe of Snohomish 

Facility: Washington St. Correctional Institution..... 


82 2 RFF kX22 2RKI SES Bl Bl LB BRK i 


Service area: Medical Lake...............rsssssssssssssssees 
Population group: indian Pop. of Spokane Co....... 
' wos Service area: Chewelah. 
Wahkiakum: 
Service area: Naselle/Grays River. 


o1 
01 
02 
o1 


Low income Pop. of Lynchburg City...........cvssssssssssses 


82 


County Listing a 
Population group: Mig Pop. of Lower Yakima 
Valley acesieemnassabia dciteio 


£ 


Adams: 


Benton: 
Population group: Mig/Seas Farmworkers... 
Chelan: 
“Te ot OF 


882 8 8882 
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PRIMARY CARE: Washington—Continued 


Service Area Listing 


C.T. 100 
C.T. 101 
C.T. 103-112 


PRIMARY CARE: Washington 
Population Group Listing 


Population group 


Fife Div. (Med. ind.) 

Ft. Lewis/Dupont Div. (Med. ind.) 
Gig Harbor Penin Div. (Med. ind.) 
Graham-Thrift Div. (Med. ind.) 
Lakewood Div. (Med. ind.) 
Lower Penninsula Div. (Med. tnd.) 
Midiand-Summit Div. (Med. ind.) 
Mt. Ranier Div. (Med. ind.) 
Parkland Div. (Med. Ind.) 
Puyallup Div. (Med. tnd.) 

Roy Div. (Med. ind.) 

Spanawag Div. (Med. ind.) 
Bonney Lake Twn. (Med. ind.) 


Parts of County: 
Yacolt (Larch Corrections Center) 
County—King: 
Parts of County: 
Seattle (Firland Correctional Center) 
County—Mason: 
Parts of County: 
Shelton (Washington Corrections Genter) 
County—Swohomish: 


Walla Walla (Wa. St. Pen./Ment. Health 


PRIMARY CARE: West Virginia 
County Listing 


288 &8 8 


888 gee 


PRIMARY CARE: West Virginia 
Service Area Listing 


Service area name 
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PRIMARY CARE: West Virginia—Continued PRIMARY CARE: West Virginia—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin—Continued 


Degree 
Service area name Service area name County name of 


Lincoin: 
Service area: Athens... 
Service area: Tomahawk 
Facility: Lincoln Hillis School... 
Manitowoc: 
Service area: Reedsville ee.coeacsesssemreneeennseee 
Marathon: 
I CI I iinicccrncccrecsicem eens 
Service area: Birmamwo00d a eneeeneeeeneenees 
I rrserccerecenecnccnmeeenininentiitensilias 
ee 
Marinette: 


Ree i 


Sc 
oy 


8838 


o1 
01 
01 
03 
01 
03 
o2 
02 
01 
03 
or 
02 
04 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
oe 
04 
04 
02 
o1 


R88 8 


Service® BOG: OSSO nn naenaeecneeeenneanvenenvenneaseeneenenees 
Vernon: 


Service area: HINSDONO..............---seo-se-seveesneeeerenveewees 
Walworth: 

Service area: Whitewater... ..-.--e-e-eseeseeesneesene 
Washburn: 

Service area: Cable/Hayward .....-.e-veenseseneee 

Service area: MIMONG .......---eveeeeeeeeenes 
Washakie: 

Facility: Ethan Allen SCHOO! .........--.e.---sessveeeesmenensee 


Service area: Amnerst/ Ole .eeeeeeeseeeewreeneeneennees 
Service area: TigertOn.........e.cresseveseesseseseneneennnenees 
CROTON cee cnevenncvezosnnveeennverenreereennevorenneveesseSeunnNeennent® 


888 8&8 BR B® RLF RS BR RLBES 


8 88 RE BRR FE SERS BR RR F 
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PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin 


Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


Degree 
of 


Service area name 


Edgar City 

Reitbrock Twn (S. Part) 
Wein Twn 

Rib Falls Twn 


Lake Mills Twn 
Oakland Twn 
Sullivan Twn 
Sullivan Vil. 


PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin—Continued 
Service Area Listing 


C.T. 97-107 
C.T. 112-122 
C.T. 138-142 
Inner City South (Milwaukee) 
County—Milwaukee: 
Parts of county: 
C.T. 155-171 
Kickapoo Valley... 
County—Crawford: 
Parts of county: 
Haney 
Bell Center 
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Degree 


, . of 
Service area name shortage shortage 


group 


Pigeon Falls Village 
Strum Twn 

Sumner Twn 

Unity Twn 


Lake Twn 
Park Falis City 
Phillips City 
Worchester Twn 
Kennan Twn 
Kennan Vil. 
Twn 
Prentice Twn (West 4) 
Prentice Vil. 
County—Sawyer: 
Parts of county: 
Draper Twn 
Winter Twn 
County—Marinette: 
Parts of county: 
Beaver Twn : 
Coleman Village ‘Med. Indigent Pop. of Milwaukee (Area 1) —.............. 
Grover Twn County—Milwaukee™ 
‘Lake Twn Parts of county: 
C.T. 39 
C.T. 44-48 
C.T. 61-62 
C.T. 90-91 
C.T. 96 
C.T. 108 
C.T. 110-111 
CT.123 
CT. 133-137 
CT. 143-152 
Med. indigent Pop. of Milwaukee (Area 2) ............... o3 
County—Mitwaukee: 
Ce 2 04 Parts of county: 
County—Dodge: C.T. 154 
Parts of county: C.T. 172-180 
Chester Twn Med. ind. Pop. of Racine ........................ 
Leroy Twn County—Racine: 
Trenton Twn Parts of county: 
Waupun City CT.1 





25908 


PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin—Continued 


C.T. 6-8 
C.T. 10-13 


PRIMARY CARE: Wisconsin 
Facility Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Wyoming 
Facility Listing 


County name 


Albany: 
Big Horn: 
ft: 


PRIMARY CARE: Wyoming 
Service Area Listing 


PRIMARY CARE: Wyoming—Continued 


Degree 
of 


Service area name 
group 


County—Carbon 
Parts of county: 
Hanna CCD 


county: 
Gillette South CCD 


PRIMARY CARE: Wyoming 
Population.Group Listing 


Population group 


Wind River Indian Reservation Population. 


County—Freemont 
County—Hot Springs 


PRIMARY CARE: Puerto Rico 
Municipio County Listing 


cpopulaion Group: Med Ind Pop. of Arecibo area. 
"Taegu manetn aediinidt. 


Cayey: 
Population group: Med ind Pop. of Cayey.....vss. 
Ciales: 


Population group: Med Ind Pop. of Arecibo area .. 
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PRIMARY CARE: Puerto Rico—Continued 
Stenteiolo County Leth 


Municipi 


Cidra: 

Population group: Med ind Pop. of Cidra area 
Comerio: 

— group: Med ind Pop. of Barranquitas 


PRapeiiiee group: Med Ind Pop. of Barranquitas 


Dorado: 
Population group: Med Ind Pop. of Catano area... 
Hatillo: 


Population group: Med ind Pop. of Loiza. 
Manati: 


Population group: Med Ind Pop. of Arecibo area .. 
Naranjito: 
Population group: Med ind Pop. of Barranquitas 


Population group: Med Ind Pop. of Catano area... 
Utuado: 


Population group: Med Ind Pop. of Arecibo area .. 
Vega Baja: 
Population group: Med ind Pop. of Arecibo area .. 


PRIMARY CARE: Puerto Rico 
Service Area Listing 
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PRIMARY CARE: Puerto Rico—Continued PRIMARY CARE: Virgin Islands PRIMARY CARE: Guam 


~ 


of 
Service area name Service area name shortage District name 
group 
01 


SE a ai FOI seccecearcccscsciseecnsmenerncsiesceeentinencseess 


PRIMARY CARE: Puerto Rico 


Degree 

Population group aenige PRIMARY CARE: N. Mariana Is. 
= County Listing 

04 


Med Indigent Pop. of Catano Hith Area.........ccss0 


Municipio—Dorado 
Municipio—Toa Baja 


itil tcennciincsttiemnvinsnndpiiteagiinanbiilmnbintnitss - 
Service area: Commonwealth of N. Mariana Is. 


— 
shortage 
group 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 
02 


PRIMARY CARE: N. Mariana Is. PRIMARY CARE: Trust Territory—Pacific 
— District Listi 
PRIMARY CARE: Virgin Islands 
County Listing 


{FR Doc. 82-15866 Filed 6-14-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-16-M 








Tuesday 
June 15, 1982 


Part Ill 


Environmental 
Protection Agency 


State and Local Financial Assistance for 
Continuing Environmental Programs 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 35 
{OA-FRL-2081-8] 


State and Local Financial Assistance 
for Continuing Environmental 


Programs 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Proposed rule with request for 
comments. 


sumMARY: EPA has nine programs 
providing financial assistance to State 
and local agencies for continuing 
environmental programs. Each program 
has separate requirements. EPA is 
proposing this rule to establish uniform 
administrative requirements and 
procedures for all nine programs. The 
objective of the amendments is to 
eliminate unnecessary requirements and 
to develop consistency for as many of 
the remaining requirements as possible. 
The proposed rule also contains the 
assistance provisions uniquely 
applicable to each program. 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 15, 1982. 
ADDRESSES: Please submit your 
comments in duplicate to: Central 
Docket Section (A-130), Docket No. G- 
82-02, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street;.S:W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460; Comments: 
received may be inspected.at the 
Central Decket:Section, West Tower 
Lobby, Gallery Room 1,.between 8:15 
a.m. and’4:00p.m., Monday through 
Friday. 
FOR FURTHER. INFORMATION :CONTACT:. 
Cynthia Puskar, Grants Administration 
Division (PM-216), Environmental 
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. 
20460, (202) 755-0860. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Over the 
past decade, each newly authorized EPA 
program has developed its own financial 
assistance regulations independently. 
We are proposing this regulation, 40 
CFR Part 35, Subpart A—Financial 
Assistance for Continuing 
Environmental Programs, to amend the 
regulations now contained in 40 CFR 
Part 35, Subparts B, F, and G. Our 
objective is to eliminate unnecessary 
requirements and to develop 
consistency for as many of the 
remaining requirements as possible. 
The proposed Subpart A to Part 35 
establishes administrative requirements 
and procedures for financial assistance 
awarded by EPA to State, interstate, 
and local agencies for continuing 
environmental programs. The financial 


assistance. programs for which EPA 
anticipates funding in FY 1983 and the 
substantive program regulations: 
associated with them are identified 
below. 


¢ Air pollution control (section 105 of 
the Clean Air Act; Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Noa. 
66.001); 40 CFR Parts 50-52, 58,.60-62, 
and 81. 

¢ Water pollution control (section 106 
of the Clean Water Act; CFDA No: 
66.419); 40 CFR Part 130. 

¢ State administration (section 205(g) 
of the Clean Water Act; CFDA No. 
66.438); 40 CFR Parts 35, Subpart J, and 
130. 

¢ Water quality management 
planning (section 205(j) of the-Clean 
Water Act); 40 CFR Part 130. 

¢ Public water systems.supervision 
(section 1443(a) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act; CFDA No. 66.432); 40 CFR 
Parts 141-143. 

¢ Underground water source 
protection (section 1443(b) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act; CFDA No:.66.433); 
40 CFR Parts 122-124 and 146. 

¢ Hazardous waste management 
(section-3011 of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act, as.amended; CFDA No. 
66.452); 40:GFR Parts 122, Subparts A 
and B; 123, Subparts A, B, and F124. 
Subparts A and B; and 260-266. 

* Pesticide enforcement (section 
23({a)(1), of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and’Rodenticide Act; CFDA 
No. 66.700); 40 CFR Parts 162, 165-167, 
169-176, and172-173 and 19 CFR Part 
12. 

¢ Pesticide-applicator certification 
and training (section 23(a)(2) ofthe 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act); 40 CFR Parts 162 and 
170-171. 


The following table shows the 
relationship between Subparts B, F, and 
G and the proposed Subpart A and 
associated program regulations. The 
“proposed” column indicates thesection 
of 40 CFR Part 35 or other partsof 40 
CFR to which EPA proposes to move 
existing requirements. 


Existing 


35.001 
35.002 


Federal 
support. 


and grantee program Obletedi 
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Existing Existing title Proposed 





Air Poliution Contro! Program Grants 





35.520 


35.526 
35.527 “— Program elements and “out 
35.628 Pd Program submission 
35.529 

35.530 

35.535 Assignment of personne! 
35.538. Agency evaluation and repOrns 


Grants For State Public Water System Supervision 
Programs 





35.600 
36.603 
35.605 


35.607 
35.611 


Rate of Federal assistance 
Application for Qrant...............crevsseeve 


35.613 
35.620 
35.622 
35.624 
35.626 


35.628 
35.630 





Determination of allotments . 
Determination of realiotments.... 
Rate of Federal assistance... 
Eligibility for grant award . 


Annual State program grant pian.... 


Assignment of personnel 
Program evaluation and nes 


Solid and Hazardous Waste Management Program 
Support Gran 





“ Reduction of grant amount 
Budget period... 
State program development. Seccteatea 


Involvement of agencies 
Program elements ......... 
Clearinghouse review 

Public participation 

Program review and approval 


implementation and  substate 
ts. 


Program evaluation and reporting... 35. 150. 





35.1000 
35.1005 
35.1010 
35.1015 
35.1016 
35.1020 


35.1025 
35.1030 


35.1501 
35.1502 


35.1503 


35.1505 


35.1507 Public 


35.1509 
35.1511 
35.1513 


35.1515 


35.1517 Conflict resolution 


35.1519 
35.1521 


35.1523 
35.1525, 
35.1527 
35.1529 
35.1531 
35.1533 
35.1535 


35.1537 


Grant limitations and administra- 35. — 
tion. 


Description of Major Changes 

EPA developed this regulation in 
conjunction with associated program 
regulations to clarify and standardize 
the procedures for awarding and 
managing financial assistance to 
continuing State and local 
environmental programs. The regulation 
establishes uniform, simplified 
réquirements and procedures for nine 
assistance programs. It also identifies 
requirements unique to each program. 

In the process of developing one 
regulation for all nine programs, EPA 
made several changes which will make 
it easier for States and local 
governments to do business with the 
Agency. EPA has attempted to make this 
regulation clear and concise, so that 
applicants will be able to understand 
and use it easily. The regulation is also 
designed to be flexible, so that the 
Regional Administrator and applicant 
will be able to develop processes more 
appropriate to their needs. Finally, the 
regulation reduces the paperwork 
required of applicants. The specific 
changes are described below. 


Continuing Environmental Programs 


The proposed regulation makes clear 
in § 35.100 that the financial assistance 
awarded under the regulation supports 
environmental programs which are 
“continuing,” that is, which will not be 
completed during a definable time 
period. Such programs can receive 
continuation awards under an 
application process which is less 
rigorous than the process for new 
awards. Most importantly, as explained 
in § 35.140, a recipient of a continuation 
award may be reimbursed for allowable 
costs incurred between the 
the budget period and the date of award, 
if those costs are covered by the 
approved application. Continuing 
programs may also receive Federal 
funding under a continuing budget 
resolution enacted by Congress. 
Definitions 

The proposed regulation contains in 
§ 35.105 definitions of various terms 
relating to financial assistance. Several 
of the definitions are new, while others 
are taken from the existing regulations. 
Since not all of the existing regulations 
use the same terms in the same ways, 
the reader should become familiar with 
the new definitions to avoid 
misinterpretation. 


Summary of Annual Process 


The proposed regulation contains in 
§ 35.110 a brief summary of the financial 
assistance process, 
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Allotments 


The proposed regulation lists in 
§ 35.115 all the factors which the various 
statutes and regulations require EPA to 
consider in allotting funds among the 
States. Congress determines the 
construction grant allotment, from which 
the State proposes reserves for State 
administration and water quality 
management planning. For the other 
programs, the regulation will form the 
basis for determining State allotments. 

The proposed regulation does not 
change EPA's allotment process. As 
under existing regulations, EPA regional 
and Headquarters staff, in consultation 
with State, interstate, and local agencies 
and affected constituent groups, 
consider the relevant factors, determine 
appropriate sources of data and relative 
weights of the factors, and recommend 
an allotment for each program in each 
State. Except in the hazardous waste 
program, the regulation does not create 
any changes in the actual allotment 
distribution (the percentage of each 
program’s budget request or 
appropriation allotted to each State). For 
hazardous waste, the proposed 
regulation no longer contains a 
requirement for a minimum allotment to 
each State of one-half of one percent of 
the sums available. EPA is proposing to 
eliminate that provision because it is not 
required by the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act, as amended. 


Planning Targets 

After State allotments are determined, 
the second step in making funding 
decisions is the development of a 
planning target for each applicant to use 


in preparing a work program. The 
proposed regulation reiterates in 


§ 35.105 the explanation from the 
existing regulations that “an allotment is 
not an entitlement” and explains in 

§ 35.120 that an applicant's planning 
target is also based on judgments about 
each applicant's ability to use allotted 
funds effectively. Of course, no Regional 
Administrator will disrupt any 
continuing environmental program by 
arbitrarily issuing planning targets 
which are significantly less than the 
allotments. 


Program Guidance 

The proposed regulation contains in 
§ 35.125 a discussion of program 
guidance which is currently contained in 
each of the separate grant regulations. 
The existing regulations indicate that 
guidance will be published “in 
February” or “as soon as practicable 
after the President submits his budget to 
Congress.” The proposed regulation 
does not specify the timing for guidance, 
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because the Agency is still developing a 
revised guidance process. 

EPA is still committed to providing 
guidance in time for applicants to use in 
structuring work programs covering 
agreed upon budget periods. The 
Agency is currently evaluating the 
process and timing for producing and 
disseminating operating guidance for 
use by applicants. One possibility is to 
allow applicants for financial assistance 
to use as a basis for work program 
development (see discussion below) the: 
most recent guidance EPA has provided 
them six months before the beginning of 
the proposed budget period (see 
discussion below) or when they start 
developing their work program, 
whichever is later. This approach 
retains the same approximate time 
interval of the present system (guidance 
in February or March for award in early 
October) without relying on specific 
dates. Another alternative is to retain 
the February date for guidance to be 
used by applicants for the next budget 
period. EPA is interested in comments 
and suggestions on the process and 
timing of operating guidance for use in 
work program development. 


Work Program Development 


The proposed regulation defines 
“work program’: in § 35.105 as “the 
document which identifies how and 
when the applicant will use program 
funds to produce specific outputs.” The 
requirements for an acceptable work 
program are contained in § 35.130, 
which also indicates that the work 
program is part of a complete assistance 
application. 

Although the requirement for a work 
program is essentially unchanged from 
the existing regulations, EPA is 
proposing three revisions which will 
simplify the paperwork required of 
applicants and allow each applicant to 
submit the work program developed for 
its own use to meet EPA’s application 
requirements. 

First, the proposed regulation 
eliminates the specific program elements 
required by existing regulations. Instead, 
EPA will include in annual guidance the 
program elements which the Agency 
uses to manage its programs and to 
justify its budget to OMB and Congress. 
An applicant will not be required to 
present its work program in a particular 
format. Instead, an applicant will be 
allowed to use its own format, if the 
Regional Administrator agrees that it 
contains the information EPA needs. 

Second, the proposed regulation 
simplifies the narrative justification 
section currently required in Part IV of 
the assistance application. An applicant 
will be required to submit only its 


proposed work program and an 
evaluation of progress under its current 
work program to meet the requirements 
of Part IV. Any other specific 
information (e.g., strategies) currently 
required as part of the application may 
be negotiated as output commitments 
under the assistance agreement. 

Third, the proposed regulation clearly 
limits the definition of “maintenance of 
effort” to the applicant's expenditures in 
an approved program, such as activities 
funded under section 105 of the Clean 
Air Act. This will allow the applicant to 
submit its entire work program in a 
particular medium without fear of being 
held to a more broadly defined 
maintenance of effort requirement. For 
example, an agency will be able to 
submit its entire air pollution control 
work program, and in future years EPA 
will require the agency to maintain only 
the level of expenditure associated with 
its approved section 105 air program. 
Under the’current regulations, the 
agency is required to maintain a level of 
expenditure associated with its entire 
air program. This change does not allow 
applicants to recompute existing 
maintenance of effort levels; but, rather, 
limits what will be considered to 
increase that level in future years. 


Budget Period. 


The proposed regulation in § 35.135 
authorizes the Regional Administrator to 
consult with the applicant to establish 
the budget period for the assistance 
award. The budget period is the time 
period covered by the assistance 
agreement and during which the outputs 
will be completed. Based on the 
comments EPA received.on an earlier 
draft of this regulation, the Agency 
anticipates that many States will want 
to convert the budget periods for the 
assistance they receive to their own 
fiscal year, which for 48 States and 
Territories is July 1 through June 30. 

To make the transition from the 
Federal to the recipient's fiscal year, the 
Regional Administrator could award 
financial assistance for a work program 
starting October 1 and ending the day 
before the beginning of the recipient’s 
fiscal year. The Regional Administrator 
would then reserve the balance of a 


‘recipient's planning target for future 


award to the recipient. For subsequent 
awards, the recipient will develop a 
work program based on its own fiscal 
year. The Regional Administrator will 
make a partial award from the balance 
of the previous year’s planning target. 
Once Congress appropriates funds for 
the next Federal fiscal year, the 
Regional Administrator will increase the 
award as necessary to complete the 
approved work program. The Regional 
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Administrator will again reserve the 
balance of the recipient's planning target 
for future award to the recipient. 


The Application Process 


The proposed regulation substitutes 
one uniform application process and set 
of requirements for the separate, 
differing processes and requirements of 
the existing regulations. EPA is 
proposing three revisions which will 
simplify the paperwork required of 
applicants. 

First, the proposed regulation 
eliminates the requirement for a 
preliminary application and allows each 
applicant and Regional Administrator to 
develop their own process for reaching 
agreement on a work program and 
assistance application. Some applicants 
will probably continue to submit formal 
preapplications, while others may prefer 
face-to-face staff level negotiations 
early in the process. In either case, the 
applicant is responsible for early 
resolution of all issues which could risk 
delaying approval of the assistance 
application and award of assistance. 

Second, the proposed regulation 
reflects the Agency's newly adopted 
State/EPA Agreement (SEA) policy by 
removing the requirement that a State 
sign an SEA before receiving EPA 
financial assistance. However, EPA 
continues to believe that the SEA is a 
valuable tool to improve Agency 
relationships with States and use 
resources more efficiently. From now on, 
the Regional Administrators will be 
responsible for assuring that all States 
have an opportunity to participate in the 
SEA process. Any State which wishes to 
maintain the process may do so. 

Third, the proposed regulation 
eliminates the requirement for an 
applicant to document that the proposed 
work program is consistent with all 
applicable EPA-approved State 
strategies, program plans, and 
delegation or authorization agreements. 
Instead, applicants will only have to list 
such documents and certify that the 
proposed work program is consistent 
with them. As part of the application 
review process, the Regional 
Administrator may require additional 
explanation or clarification on the 
consistency of these documents. 


Consolidated Assistance 


The proposed regulation indicates in 
§ 35.145 that any applicant eligible to 
receive and administer funds from more 
than one assistance program may 
submit an application for consolidated 
assistance. An applicant for 
consolidated assistance prepares a 


single budget and work program 
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covering all assistance programs 
included in the application. Although the 
recipient of consolidated assistance 
must meet all the statutory requirements 
governing the use of funds in each 
assistance program, EPA believes that 
the consolidated process can save 
applicants considerable time and 
money. Consolidation is also allowed 
under existing regulations. Any 
applicant interested in consolidated 
assistance may obtain additional 
information from the Regional 
Administrator. 

A logical example of the program 
benefits of consolidation is found in the ~ 
water quality management (WQM) 
program. The Clean Water Act provides 
funding for WQM activities in sections 
106, 205(g), and 205{j). By consolidating 
these work programs and assistance 
applications in the manner suggested by 
these regulations, States will be able to 
coordinate available Federal funding to 
accomplish their WQM priorities 
efficiently. A state which wants to 
address the water quality problems of a 
priority water body by using 106 funds 
for monitoring, 205(j) funds for 
determining total maximum daily loads, 
and 205(g) funds for permitting may use 
a consolidated assistance application 
and related work program to assure that 
the activities being proposed in the 
priority water body are completely 
coordinated. 


Management and Evaulation 


The proposed regulation retains in 
simplified form the management - 
responsibilities contained in the existing 
regulations. As before, each recipient 
must expend resources according to the 
approved work program, which may be 
amended at any time by mutual 
agreement of the recipient and the 
Regional Administrator. In the existing 
regulations, only the State management 
assistance program provides for 
recipient participation in developing 
procedures for evaluating the recipient's 
performance under the assistance 
award. The proposed regulation requires 
the applicant to propose a plan for 
assessing and reporting periodically the 
accomplishment or status of outputs 
conducted under the assistance award. 
Based on the proposed plan, the 
Regional Administrator will develop, in 
consultation with the recipient, a 
process for evaluating the recipient's 
performance. The Regional 
Administrator wil! limit evaluation to - 
that which is necessary for effective 
management, with the intervals for 
evaluation included in the assistance 
agreement. As in existing regulations, 
the Regional Administrator may 
terminate or annul any financial 


assistance if the recipient’s performance 
under the approved work program is not 
satisfactory and the situation cannot be 
resolved through negotiation. 


Reallocation 


The proposed regulation simplifies 
and clarifies EPA’s policy on use of 
program funds which have not been 


. obligated. Unused funds reserved under 


section 205(g) of the Clean Water Act 
will be returned to the State’s 
construction grant allotment to support 
eligible construction activities, while 
unused funds reserved under 205(j) 
revert to the Administrator for 
reallotment to the States under § 35.2010 
of this subchapter. These funds are not 
available for reallocation under the 
proposed regulation. For the other 
environmental programs, EPA will 
consider reallocating any funds not 
obligated to applicants to achieve the 
objectives for which Congress 
appropriated them. 

Funds remaining in a State's allotment 
after an initial assistance award and 
commitment to that State for that year 
remain in the region for obligation 
during the year. The Regional 
Administrator may use such funds to 
make supplementary awards to that 
State for that program. The Regional 
Administrator may also use such funds 
to supplement awards for that program 
to other eligible applicants within the 
region. At the end of the year, funds not 
obligated by the Regional Administrator 
revert to the Administrator for 
reallotment. 

Funds remaining in a State’s allotment 
because there is no assistance award to 
that State in that year may be used in 
two ways. First, subject to any 
limitations contained in appropriations 
acts, the Regional Administrator may 
use such funds to support a Federal 
program required by law in that State in 
the absence of an acceptable State 
program. Otherwise, the Administrator 
may redistribute any available program 
funds to other applicants which need 
additional funds to accomplish the 
objectives of that program. 


Regulation Development 


Under Executive Order 12291, EPA is 
required to judge whether a regulation is 
“major” and, therefore, subject to the 
regulatory impact analysis requirements 
of the Order. We have determined that 
this regulation is not “major” as it will 
not have a substantial impact on the 
Nation’s economy or large numbers of 
individuals or businesses. There will be 
no major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individuals, industries, or 
Federal, State, or local governments. 
The proposed rule was submitted to the 
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Office of Management and Budget for 
review as required by Executive Order 
12291. 

In accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq. (the Act), the reporting and 
recordkeeping provisions in this 
proposed rule will be submitted for 
approval to the Office of Management 
and Budget under section 3504(h) of the 
Act. Any final rule will explain how its 
reporting or recordkeeping provisions 
respond to any OMB or public 
comments. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 35 


Air Pollution Control, Grant 
program—environmental protection, 
Indians, Pesticides and Pests, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements, Waste 
treatment and disposal, Water pollution 
control. 

Dated: June 7, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, EPA is proposing to amend 40 
CFR Part 35 as set forth below. 

Part 35 is amended by revising 
§ 35.001 and by adding Subpart A to 
read as follows: 


PART 35—FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
TO STATE AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS 

Sec. 

35.001 Applicability. 


Subpart A—Financial Assistance for 
Continuing Environmental Programs 


35.100 Purpose. 

35.105 Definitions. 

35.110 Summary of annual process. 
35.115 State allotments and reserves. 
35.120 Planning targets. 

35.125 Program guidance. 

35.130 Work program. 

35.135 Budget period. 

35.140 Application for assistance. 
35.145 Consolidated assistance. 
35.150 Evaluation of recipient performance. 
35.155 Reallocation policy. 


Air Pollution Control (Section 105) 


35.200 Purpose. 

35.205 Maximum Federal share. 
35.210 Maintenance of effort. 
35.215 Limitations. 


Water Pollution Control (Section 106) 


35.250 Purpose. 
35.255 Maintenance of effort. 
35.260 Limitations. 


State Administration (Section 205(g)) 


35.300 Purpose. 
35.305 Maintenance of effort. 
85.310 Limitations. 


Water Quality Management Planning 
(Section 205(j)) 
35.350 Purpose. 
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Sec. 
35.355 Limitations. 


Public Water Systems Supervision (Section 
1443(a)) 

35.400 Purpose. 

35.405 Maximum Federal share. 

35.410 Limitations. 


Underground Water Source Protection 
(Section 1443(b)) 

35.450 Purpose. 

35.455 Maximum Federal share.. 
35.460 Limitations. 


Hazardous Waste Management (Section 3011) 
35.500 Purpose. 

35.505 Maximum Federal share. 

35.510 Limitations. 


Pesticide Enforcement (Section 23(a)(1)) 
35.550 Purpose. 


Pesticide Applicator Certification and 
Training (Section 23(a)(2)) 
35.600 Purpose. 


35.605 Maximum Federal share. 
* * * * a 


§ 35.001 Applicability. 

This part codifies policies and 
procedures for financial assistance 
awarded by the Environmental 
Protection Agency to State, interstate, 
and local agencies for pollution 
abatement and control programs. These 
provisions supplement the EPA general 
assistance regulations in 40 CFR Part 30. 
Subpart A—Financial Assistance for 

Continuing Environmental Programs 

Authority: Secs. 105 and 301(a) of the Clean 
Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7405 and 
7601(a)) secs. 106, 205(g), 205(j), 208, and 
501(a) of the Clean Water Act, as amended 
(33 U.S.C. 1256, 1285(g) 1285(j) 1288, and 
1361(a)); secs. 1443 and 1450 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act 42 U.S.C. 300j-2 and 
300j-9) secs. 2002(a) and 3011 of the Solid 
Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 
1976 (42 U.S.C. 6912(a), 6931, 6947, 6948, and 
6949); and secs. 4, 23, and 25(a) of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 136b, 136u, and 
136w{a)). 

§ 35.100 »Purpose. 

This subpart establishes in § 35.100 
through § 35.199 uniform administrative 
requirements and procedures for 
financial assistarice to State, interstate, 
and local agencies for continuing 
environmental programs. Sections 35.200 
through 35.899 establish the assistance 
requirements unique to each program 
and cross reference regulations 
containing substantive program 
requirements. 


§ 35.105 Definitions. 


“Allotment.” An amount representing 
a State’s share of funds requested in the 
President's budget or appropriated by 
Congress for an environmental program, 


as EPA determines after considering any 
factors indicated by this regulation. The 
allotment is not an entitlement but 
rather the objective basis for 
determining the range for a State’s 
planning target. 

“Continuation award.” Any 
assistance award after the first to a 
State, interstate, or local agency for an 
environmental program which will not 
be completed within a definite time 
period. 

“Output.” An activity or product 
which the applicant agrees to complete 
during the budget period. 

‘ “Planning target.” The amount of 
financial assistance which the Regional 
Administrator suggests that an applicant 
consider in developing its application 
and work program. 

“Program element.” One of the major 
groupings of out-puts of a continuing 
pollution control program (e.g., 
administration, enforcement, 
monitoring). 

“Reserve.” A portion of the State's 
construction grant allotment which the 
State proposes to set aside to use for 
construction managment or water 
quality management planning activities. 

“Recurrent expenditures.” Those 
expenses associated with the activities 
of a continuing environmental program. 
All expenditures are considered 
recurrent unless justified by the 
applicant as unique and approved as 
such by the Regional Administrator in 
the assistance award. 

“Work program.” The document 
which identifies how and when the 
applicant will use program funds to 
produce specific outputs. 


§ 35.110 Summary of annual process. 

(a) EPA considers various factors to 
allot among the States the funds 
requested in the President's budget for 
each financial assistance program, 
except for those related to construction 
grants, for which Congress determines 
the allotments. After consulting with the 
States in the region and considering 
each applicant's ability to use allotted 
funds effectively, the Regional 
Administrator issues a planning target 
for each program to each applicant. 

(b) Using the planning target and 
program guidance provided by EPA, 
each applicant completes a standard 
EPA application including a proposed 
work program for each environmental 
program for which it expects to receive 
EPA funding. Alternatively, an applicant 
prepares a consolidated work program 
to support several individual 
applications or a single consolidated 
application. After the applicant submits 
its application, the Regional 
Administrator reviews it and, if it meets 
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applicable requirements, agrees to 
approve the application.when funds are 
available. From funds appropriated by 
Congress for that purpose, the Regional 
Administrator awards assistance based 
on approved applications. 

(c) The recipient conducts its 
activities according to the approved 
application and assistance award. The 
Regional Administrator evaluates 
recipient performance to assure 
compliance with all conditions of the 
assistance award. 

(d) Except for funds reserved under 
sections 205(g) and 205(j) of the Clean 
Water Act, the Administrator or 
Regional Administrator may use funds 
not obligated or committed to an 
applicant to supplement awards to other 
applicants for that program or to support 
a Federal program required in the 
absence of an acceptable State program. 


§ 35.115 State allotments and reserves. 


Allotments and reserves provide an 
objective basis for establishing planning 
targets and funding levels for work 
programs. Congress determines the 
construction grant allotment, from which 
the State proposes reserves for State 
administration and water quality 
management planning. EPA determines 
the allotments for the other financial 
assistance programs based on the 
President’s budget request to Congress. 
The factors and limitations considered 
for each program are as follows. 

(a) Air.pollution control allotment 
(Clean Air Act, section 105): Population, 
the extent of actual or potential air 
pollution problems, and the financial 
need of each agency to be funded with 
the State’s allotment. However, no State 
will be allotted less than one-half of one 
percent or more than ten percent of the 
total. 

(b) Water pollution control allotment 
(Clean Water Act, section 106): The 
extent of the State’s water pollution 
problem. 

(c) State administration reserve 
(Clean Water Act, section 205(g)): Up to 
four percent of the State’s authorized 
construction grant allotment as 
determined by Congress or $400,000, 
whichever is greater. 

(d) Water quality management 
planning reserve (Clean Water Act, 
section 205(j)): Not less than $100,000 
nor more than one percent of the State’s 
construction grant allotment as 
determined by Congress. However, for 
Guam, the Virgin Islands, American 
Samoa, the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
Islands, and the Northern Mariana 
Islands a reasonable amount shall be 
reserved for this purpose. 
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(e) Public water systems supervision 
allotment (Safe Drinking Water Act, 
section 1443(a)): The State’s population, 
geographic area, numbers of community 
and noncommunity water systems, and 
other relevant factors. However, no 
State except American Samoa, Guam, 
the Northern Mariana Islands, or the 
Virgin Islands may be allotted less than 
one percent of the total. 

(f) Underground water source 
protection allotment (Safe Drinking 
Water Act, section 1443(b)): The State’s 
population, geographic area, extent of 
underground injection practices, and 
other relevant factors. 

(g) Hazardous waste management 
allotment (Solid Waste Disposal Act, as 
amended, section 3011: The extent to 
which hazardous waste is generated, 
transported, treated, stored, and 
disposed of in the State and the extent 
of exposure of human beings and the 
environment to such waste. 

(h) Pesticide enforcement allotment 
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act, section 23): The State’s 
population, the numbers of pesticide- 

. producing establishments and certified 
private and commercial applicators, and 
the number of farms and their acreage. 

(i) Pesticide applicator certification 
and training allotment (Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act, section 23): The number of farms 
and numbers of private and commercial 
applicators requiring certification or 
recertification. 


§35.120 Planning targets. 

The Regional Administrator develops 
planning targets to help each applicant 
develop a work program. A planning 
target is based on the State’s allotment 
or reserve and the Regional 
Administrator's judgment about each 
applicant's ability to use allotted funds 
effectively. 


§35.125 Program guidance. _ 

Program guidance helps State and 
local agencies establish and maintain 
effective environmental programs which 
meet their particular needs and those of 
the national program. National program 
managers in Headquarters issue 
guidance to Regional Administrators, 
and Regional Administrators issue 
guidance to applicants. 

(a) Headquarters’ guidance to 
Regional Administrators. Headquarters’ 
guidance is based on the President's 
annual budget submission to Congress 
and the statutory and regulatory 
requirements for each environmental 
program. The guidance contains a 
statement of national objectives and 
priorities, an explanation of the 
ae required of the regions, and a 


list of program elements and associated 
outputs recommended for State and 
local environmental programs. 

(b) Regional guidance to applicants. 
Regional guidance is based on 


Headquarters’ guidance and the 


Regional Administrator’s judgment 
about the applicant's ability to carry out 
the program. The guidance contains 
EPA’s objectives and priorities, the 
applicant’s planning target, the program 
elements EPA uses for budget 
justification and management, 
categories of outputs which should be 
part of the applicant’s work program, 
and special conditions or limitations 
relevant to the applicant. 


§35.130 Work program. 

The work program is part of the 
application for financial assistance and 
is the basis for the management and 
evaluation of performance under the 
assistance award. The work program 
must specify the work years and amount 
and source of funding allocated to each 
program element, the outputs committed 
to under each program element, 
including any outputs required under an 
authorization agreement or a delegation 
agreement, a schedule for 
accomplishment of outputs, and an 
identification of the agency responsible 
for each of the elements and outputs. 


§35.135 Budget period. 

The budget period for each assistance 
agreement must be established by the 
Regional Administrator in consultation 
with the applicant. 


§35.140 Application for assistance. 

(a) Submission. Each applicant should 
submit a complete application at least 
60 days before the beginning of the 
budget period. In addition to meeting the 
requirements contained in Part 30, a 
complete application must contain a 
discussion of performance to date under 
the existing award, the proposed work 
program, a plan for assessing and 
reporting periodically the 
accomplishment or status of outputs 
conducted under the assistance award, 
and a list of all applicable EPA- 
approved State strategies, program 
plans, and delegation or authorization 
agreements with a statement certifying 
that the proposed work program is 
consistent with them. 

(b) EPA action. The Regional 
Administrator will review each 
completed application and approve, 
conditionally approve, or disapprove it. 
When funds are available, the Regional 


. Administrator will award assistance 


based on an approved or conditionally- 
approved application. For a continuation 
award made after the beginning of the 
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approved budget period, EPA will 
reimburse the applicant for allowable 
costs incurred from the beginning of the 
budget period, provided that such costs 
are contained in the approved 
application and that the application was 
submitted before the expiration of the 
prior budget period. 

(1) Approval. The Regional 
Administrator will approve the 
application only if it satisfies the terms, 
conditions, and limitations of this 
subpart, 40 CFR Part 30, and relevant 
statutes and program regulations; if the 
proposed outputs are compatible with 
EPA guidance; and if achievement of the 
proposed outputs is feasible, considering 
the applicant's existing problems, past 
performance, program authority, 
organization, resources, and procedures. 

(2) Conditional approval. The 
Regional Administrator may 
conditionally approve the application, 
after consulting with the applicant, if 
only minor changes are required. The 
Regional Administrator will include in 
the award the conditions which the 
applicant must meet to secure final 
approval and the date by which those 
conditions must be met. 

(3) Disapproval. if the application 
cannot be approved or conditionally 
approved, the Regional Administrator 
will negotiate with the applicant to 
make any changes necessary for 
approval. If negotiation fails, the 
Regional Administrator will disapprove 
the application in writing. 


§ 35.145 Consolidated assistance. 


Any applicant eligible to receive and 
administer funds from more than one 
assistance program may submit an 
application for consolidated assistance, 
following the process described in 
§ 35.140. For consolidated assistance, 
the applicant prepares a single budget 
and work program covering all programs 
included in the application. The 
consolidated budget must identify each 
assistance program's funds. The 
consolidated work program must 
identify the extent to which each 
assistance program's funds support each 
program element. 


§ 35.150 Evaluation of recipient 
performance. 


The Regional Administrator will 
oversee each recipient's performance 
under an assistance agreement. At 
intervals established in the assistance 
agreement, the Regional Administrator 
will evaluate recipient performance and 

progress toward completing the outputs 
in the approved work program. The 
Regional Administrator will provide the 
evaluation findings to the recipient and 
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include them in the official assistance 
file. If the evaluation reveals that the 
recipient is not achieving one or more of 
the conditions of the assistance 
agreement, the Regional Administrator 
will attempt to resolve the situation 
through negotiation. If agreement is not 
reached, the Regional Administrator 
may impose any of the sanctions in 40 
CFR Part 30. 


§35.155 Reallocation policy. * 

EPA has responsibility and authority 
for managing all financial assistance 
funds effectively. To better achieve the 
goals of the Clean Water Act, unused 
205(g) reserves will be returned to the 
State's construction grant allotment to 
support eligible construction activities; 
unused 205({j) reserves revert to the 
Administrator for reallotment to the 
States. These funds are administered 
under § 35.2010 of this subchapter and 
are not available for reallocation under 
this section. For the other environmental 
programs, EPA will consider 
reallocating any funds not obligated to 
applicants to achieve the objectives for 
which Congress appropriated the funds. 

(a) Funds remaining after initial 
award. Funds remaining in a State's 
allotment after an initial assistance 
award and commitment to that State for 
that year remain in the regi 


region for 

obligation during the year. At the end of 
the year, funds not obligated by the - 
Regional Administrator revert to the 
Administrator for reallotment. 

(1) The Regional Administrator may 
use such funds to make supplementary 
awards to that State for that program. 


(2) The Regional Administrator may 
also use such funds to supplement 
awards for that program “ other eligible 
applicants within the regi 

(b) Funds available bec ee of no 
award. Funds remaining in a State's 
allotment because there is no assistance 
award to that State in that year may be 
used in two ways. 

(1) First, subject to any limitations 
contained in appropriations acts, the 
Regional Administrator may use such 
funds to support a Federal program 
required by law in that State in the 
absence of an acceptable State program. 

(2) Otherwise, the Administrator may 
redistribute any available program 
funds to other applicants which need 
additional funds to accomplish the 
objectives of that program. 


Air Pollution Control (Section 105) 


§ 35.200 Purpose. 

Section 105 of the Clean Air Act 
authorizes assistance to State, local, 
interstate, or intermunicipal air pollution 
control agencies {as defined in section 
302 of that Act) to administer programs 


for the prevention and control of air 
pollution or implementation of national 
air quality standards. Associated 
program regulations are found in 40 CFR 
Parts 50, 51, 52, 58, 60, 62, and 81. 


§ 35.205 Maximum Federal share. 

(a) The Regional Administrator may 
provide single jurisdictional local 
agencies up to two-thirds of the 
approved costs of planning, developing, 
establishing, or improving an air 
pollution control program and up to one- 
half of the ae costs of 
maintaining that p' 

(b) The Regional Admin Administrator may 
provide State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agencies which do not 
have substantial responsibility for 
carrying out an existing implementation 
plan in their air quality control region up 
to two-thirds of the approved costs of 
planning, developing, establishing, or 
improving an air pollution control 
program and up to one-half of the 
approved costs of maintaining that 


program. 

(c) The Regional Administrator may 
provide State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agencies up to three- 
fourths of the approved cost of planning, 
developing, establishing, or improving 
an air pollution control program and up 
to three-fifths of the approved cost of 
maintaining such a program. 


§35.210 Maintenance of effort. 

(a) To receive funds under section 105, 
an agency must expend annually for 
recurrent section 105 program 
expenditures an amount of non-Feder! 
funds at least equal to such 
expenditures during the preceding fiscal 
year, unless the Regional Administrator, 
after notice and opportunity for a public 
hearing, determines that the reduction is 
attributable to a non-selective reduction 
of the programs of all executive branch 
agencies of the applicable unit of 
government. 

(b) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 105 funds unless the 
applicant provides assurance that the 
assistance will not supplant non-Federal 
funds that would otherwise be available 
for maintaining the section 105 program. 


§ 35.215 Limitations. 

(a) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 105 funds to an 
interstate or intermunicipal agency 
which does not provide assurance that it 


State, interstate, local, and international 


interests. 
{b) The Administrator will 


Regional 
not award section 105 funds to a local, 
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interstate, or intermunicipal agency 
without consulting with the appropriate 
official designated by the Governor or 
Governors of the State or States 
affected. 

(c) The Regional Administrator will 
not disapprove an application for or 
terminate or annul an award of section 
105 funds without prior notice and 
opportunity for a public hearing in the 
affected State or in one of the affected 
States if several are affected. 


Water Pollution Control (Section 106) 


§35.250 Purpose 

Section 106 of the Clean Water Act 
authorizes assistance to State and 
interstate agencies (as defined in section 
502 of that Act) to administer programs 
for the prevention, reduction, and 
elimination of water pollution. 
Alternatively, some of these activities 
may be eligible for funding under 
sections 205{g) and 205{j) of that Act. 
(See § 35.300 and § 35.350.) Program 
requirements for water quality 
management activities are provided in 
40 CFR Part 130. 


§ 35.255 Maintenance of effort. 


To receive funds under section 106, 
any State or interstate agency must 
expend annually for recurrent section 
106 program expenditures an amount of 
non-Federal funds at least equal to 
expenditures during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1971. 


§ 35.260 Limitations 


(a) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 106 funds to any State 
which does not monitor and compile, 
analyze, and report water quality data 
as described in section 106(e)(1) of the 
Clean Water Act. 

(b) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 106 funds to any State 
which does not have authority 
comparable to that in section 504 of the 
Clean Water Act and adequate 
contingency plans to implement ‘such 
authority. 

(c) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 106 funds if federally 
assumed enforcement as defined in 
section 309(a)(2) of the Clean Water Act 
is in effect with respect to the agency. 

(d) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 106 funds unless the 
work program submitted with the 
assistance application shows that the 
activities to be funded are coordinated, 
as appropriate, with activities proposed 
for funding under sections 205(g) and 
205(j) of the Clean Water Act. 
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State Administration (Section 205(g)) 


§ 35.300 Purpose. 

Section 205(g) of the Clean Water Act 
authorizes assistance to States (as 
defined in section 502 of that Act) for 
two purposes. 

(a) Construction management 
assistance. The 205(g) funds may be 
used for administering elements of the 
construction grant program under 
sections 201, 203, 204, and 212 and for 
managing waste treatment construction 
grants for small communities. 
Construction management assistance 
funds may also be used for 
administering elements of a State’s 
construction grant program which are 
implemented without Federal 
assistance, if the Regional Administrator 
determines that those elements are 
consistent with 40 CFR Part 35, Subpart 
I. Program requirements for State 
construction management activities 
under delegation are provided in 40 CFR 
Part 35, Subpart J. 

(b) Permit and planning assistance. 
The 205(g) funds may be used for 
administering permit programs under 
sections 402 and 404 and statewide 
waste treatment management planning 
programs under section 208(b)(4) of the 
Clean Water Act. Alternatively, some of 
these activities may be eligible for 
funding under sections 106 and 205(j) of 
that Act. (See § 35.250 and § 35.350.) 
Program requirements for water quality 
management activities are provided in 
40 CFR Part 130. 


§ 35.305 Maintenance of effort. 

To receive funds under section 205(g) 
of the Clean Water Act, a State agency 
must expend annually for recurrent 
section 106 program expenditures an 
amount of non-Federal funds at least 
equal to such expenditures during fiscal 
year 1977, unless the Regional 
Administrator determines that the 
reduction is attributable to a non- 
selective reduction of expenditures in 
State executive branch agencies. 


§ 35.310 Limitations. 

(a) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205(g) funds for 
construction management assistance 
unless there is a signed agreement 
delegating responsibility for 
administration of those activities to the 
State. 

(b) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205(g) permit and 
planning assistance before awarding 
funds which provide for the 
management of a substantial portion of 
the construction grants program. The 
maximum amount of permit and 
planning assistance a State may receive 


is the amount remaining in its reserve 
after the Regional Administrator allows 
for full funding of the management of the 
construction grant program under full 
delegation. 

(c) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205(g) permit and 
planning assistance unless the work 
program submitted with the assistance 
application shows that the activities to 
be funded are coordinated, as 
appropriate, with activities proposed for 
funding under sections 106 and 205{j) of 
the Clean Water Act. 


Water Quality Management Planning 
(Section 205(j)) 


§$35.350 Purpose. 

Section 205(j) of the Clean Water Act 
authorizes assistance to States (as 
defined in section 502 of that Act) to 
carry out water quality management 
planning activities. Alternatively, some 
of these activities may be eligible for 
funding under sections 106 and 205(g) of 
that Act. (See §§ 35.250 and 35.300.) 
Program requirements for water quality 
management activities are provided in 
40 CFR Part 130. The purpose of 205{j) 
funds includes, but is not limited to, the 
following. 

(a) Identification of the most cost- 
effective and locally acceptable facility 
and nonpoint measures to meet and 
maintain water quality standards. 

(b) Development of an implementation 
plan to obtain State and local financial 
and regulatory commitments to 
implement measures developed under 
(a) above. 

(c) Determination of the nature, 
extent, and causes of water quality 
problems in various areas of the State 
and interstate region. 

(d) Determination of those publicly 
owned treatment works which should be 
constructed with Federal assistance, in 
which areas and in what sequence, 
taking into account the relative degree 
of effluent reduction attained, the 
relative contributions to water quality of 
other point or nonpoint sources, and the 
consideration of alternatives to such 


_ construction. 


(e) Implementation of section 303({e) of 
the Clean Water Act. 


§$ 35.355 Limitations. ; 

(a) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205(j) funds to a State 
agency unless in his judgment the 
agency develops its work program 
jointly with local, regional, and 
interstate agencies and gives funding 
priority to such agencies and designated 
or undesignated public comprehensive 
planning organizations to carry out 
portions of that work program. 


(b) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205({j) funds to a State 
agency which does not report annually 
on the nature, extent, and causes of 
water quality problems in various areas 
of the State and interstate region. 

(c) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 205(j) funds unless 
the work program submitted with the 
assistance application shows that the 
activities to be funded are coordinated, 
as appropriate, with activities proposed 
for funding under section 106 and 205(g) 
of the Clean Water Act. 


Public Water Systems Supervision 
(Section 1443(a)) 
§ 35.400 Purpose. 

Section 1443(a) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act authorizes assistance to 
States (as defined in section 1401 of that 
Act) to implement public water system 
supervision programs. Associated 
program regulations are found in 40 CFR 
Parts 141, 142, and 143. 


§$35.405 Maximum Federal share. 


The Regional Administrator may 
provide up to seventy-five percent of the 
approved work program costs. 


.§35.410 Limitations. 


(a) The Regional Administrator will 
not make an initial award of section 
1443(a) funds unless the applicant has a 
public water systems supervision 
program or will establish one within a 
year of the award and will assume 
primary enforcement responsibility for 
the State’s public water systems within 
that year. 

(b) The Regional Administrator will 
not award section 1443(a) funds after 
the initial award unless the applicant 
has primary enforcement responsibility 
for the State’s public water systems. 


Underground Water Source Protection 
(Section 1443(b)) 


§35.450 Purpose. 

Section 1443(b) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act authorizes assistance to 
States (as defined in section 1401 of that 
Act) to implement underground water 
source protection programs. Associated 
program regulations are found in 40 CFR 
Parts 122, 123, 124, and 146. 


§ 35.455 Maximum Federal share. 
The Regional Administrator may 


provide up to seventy-five percent of the 
approved work program costs, 


§ 35.460 Limitations. 

The Regional Administrator will not 
award section 1443(b) funds unless the 
applicant has primary enforcement 
responsibility for the State's 
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underground water source protection 
program. 


Hazardous Waste Management (Section 
3011) 


§ 35.500 Purpose. 

Section 3011(a) of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act, as amended, authorizes 
assistance to States (as defined in 
section 1004 of that Act) for the 
development and implementation of 
authorized State hazardous waste 
programs. Associated program 
regulations are found in 40 CFR Parts 
122, Subparts A and B; 123, Subparts A, 
B, and F; 124, Subparts A and B; and 
260-266. 


§ 35.505 Maximum Federal Share. 

The Regional Administrator may 
provide up to seventy-five percent of the 
approved work program costs. 


§ 35.510 Limitations. 
The Regional Administrator will not 
award section 3011{a) funds in a State 


with interim or final hazardous waste 
authorization unless the applicant is the 
lead agency designated in the 
authorization agreement. 


Pesticide Enforcement (Section 23(a)(1)) 


§ 35.550 Purpose. 

Section 23(a}{1) of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act authorizes assistance to States (as 
defined in section 2 of that Act) and 
Indian tribes to implement pesticide 
enforcement programs. Associated 
program regulations are found in 40 CFR 
Parts 162, 165-167, 169-170, and 172-173 
and 19 CFR Part 12. 


Pesticide Applicator Certification and 
Training (Section 23(a)(2)) 


§ 35.600 Purpose. 

Section 23(a)(2) of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act authorizes assistance to States (as 
defined in section 2 of that Act) and 
Indian tribes to implement programs to 
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train and certify applicants of restricted 
use pesticides. Associated program 
regulations are found in 40 CFR Parts 
162 and 170-171. 


§ 35.605 Maximum Federal share. 


The Regional Administrator may 
provide up to fifty percent of the 
approved work program costs. 


§§ 35.002, 35.400 through 35.786 (Subpart 
B), 35.1000, 35.1010, 35.1015, 35.1016, 
35.1020, 35.1025, 35.1033, 35.1035, 35.1040, 
35.1045, 35.1050, 35.1501, 35.1513, 35.1515, 
35.1517, 35.1535, 35.1537, 35.1540, 35.1542 © 
[Removed] 

Part 35 is amended by removing 
§ 35.002; all of Subpart B; §§ 35.1000, 
35.1010, 35.1015, 35.1016, 35.1020, 35.1025, 
35.1033, 35.1035, 35.1040, 35.1045, and 
35.1050 of Subpart F; and §§ 35.1501, 
35.1513, 35.1515, 35.1517, 35.1535, 35.1537, 
35.1540, and 35.1542 of Subpart G. 
(FR Doc. 82-16039 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
50 CFR Part 20 


Migratory Bird Hunting; Supplemental 
Proposals for Early and Late Season 
Migratory Bird Hunting Regulations 
Frameworks. ° 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Supplemental proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This document supplements 
Federal Register Document 82-10568 
published on April 19, 1982, which 
notified the public that the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service proposes to establish 
hunting regulations for certain migratory 
game birds during 1982-83, and provided 
information on certain proposed 
regulations. 

This proposed rulemaking provides 
supplemental proposals and minor 
corrections for both the “early” and 
“late” season migratory bird hunting 
regulations frameworks. The early 
hunting seasons open prior to October 1 
and include mourning doves; white- 
winged doves; band-tailed pigeons; 
woodcock; common snipe; rails and 
gallinules; September teal; sea ducks; 
early duck seasons in Florida, Iowa, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee; some sandhill 
crane seasons; migratory bird hunting 
seasons in Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the 
Virgin Islands; and extended faconry 
seasons. Late seasons open about 
October 1 or later and include most 
waterfowl and sandhill crane seasons, 
and those not previously selected for 
other species. The Service annually 
prescribes hunting regulations 
frameworks within which the States 
select specific seasons. The effect of this 
proposed rule is to facilitate 
establishment of early and late season 
migratory bird hunting regulations for 
the 1982-83 season. 

DATES: The comment period for 
proposed migratory bird hunting season 
frameworks for Alaska, Puerto Rico, and 
the Virgin Islands will end on June 23, 
1982; that for other early season 
proposals will end on July 16, 1982; and 
that for late season proposals on August 
23, 1982. A Public Hearing on the 
proposed early season frameworks will 
be held on June 23, and one on late 
season frameworks will be held August 
3, 1982, both starting at 9 a.m. 

ADDRESS: Comments to: Director (FWS/ 
MBMO), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240. The Public Hearing will be 
held in the Auditorium of the 
Department of the Interior Building on C 


Street, between 18th and 19th Streets, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. Notice of 
intention to participate in this hearing 
should be sent in writing to the Director 
(FWS/MBMO), U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Comments received on the 
supplemental proposed rulemaking will 
be available for public inspection during 
normal business hours in Room 525-B, 
Matomic Building, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John P. Rogers, Chief, Office of 
Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240 (202- 
254-3207). - 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
annual process for developing migratory 
game bird hunting regulations deals with 
regulations for early and late seasons. 
Early seasons include those which open 
before October 1, while late seasons 
open about October 1 or later. 
Regulations are developed 
independently for early and late 
seasons. The early season regulations 
cover mourning doves; white-winged 
doves; band-tailed pigeons; rails; 
gallinules; woodcock; common snipe; 
sea ducks in the Atlantic Flyway; teal in 
September in the Central and 
Mississippi Flyways; early duck seasons 
in Florida, lowa, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee; sandhill cranes in North 
Dakota and South Dakota; doves in 
Hawaii; migratory game birds in Alaska, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands; and 
some special falconry seasons. Late 
seasons include the general waterfowl 
seasons; special seasons for scaup and 
goldeneyes; extra scaup and teal in 
regular seasons; most sandhill crane 
seasons in the Central Flyway; coots, 
gallinules, and snipe in the Pacific 
Flyway; and other special falconry 
seasons. 

Certain general procedures are 
followed in developing regulations for 
both the early and the late seasons. 
Initial regulatory proposals are 
announced in a Federal Register 
document published in April and opened 
to public comment. Following 
termination of the comment period and 
after a public hearing, the Service 
develops and publishes the proposed 
frameworks for times of seasons, season 
lengths, shooting hours, daily bag and 
possession limits, and other regulatory 
elements. Following another public 
comment period, and after consideration 
of additional comments, the Service 
publishes the final frameworks in the 
Federal Register. Using these : 
frameworks, State conservation 
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agencies then select hunting season 
dates and options. States may prescribe 
more restrictive seasons and options 
than those offered in the Service's 
frameworks. The fina! regulations, 
reflected in amendments to Subpart K of 
50 CFR Part 20, then appear in the 
Federal Register, becoming effective 
upon publication. 

The regulations schedule for this year 
is as follows. On April 19, 1982, the 
Service published for public comment in 
the Federal Register (47 FR 16718) a 
proposal to amend 50 CFR 20, with 
comment periods ending as noted 
earlier. The proposal dealt with 
establishment of seasons, limits and 
shooting hours for migratory birds under 
§§ 20.101 through 20.107 and 20.109 of 
Subpart K. This document is the second 
in a series of proposed, supplemental, 
and final rulemaking documents for 
migratory game bird hunting regulations 
and deals specifically with supplemental 

“proposed frameworks for early season 
migratory bird hunting regulations from 
which, when finalized, States may select 
season dates, shooting hours, and daily 
bag and possession limits for the 1982- 
83 season. All comments on the April 19 
proposal received through May 14, 1982, 
have been considered in developing this 
document. In addition, new proposals 
for certain late season regulations are 
provided for public comment. Comment 
periods on this second document are 
specified above under DATES. Final 
regulatory frameworks for migratory 
game bird hunting seasons for Alaska, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands are 
scheduled for Federal Register 
publication on or about July 2, 1982, and 
those for early seasons for other areas 
of the United States on July 27, 1982. 

On June 23, 1982, a public hearing will 
be held in Washington, D.C., as 
announced in the Federal Register of 
April 19, 1982 (47 FR 16718), to review 
the status of mourning doves, woodcock, 
band-tailed pigeons, white-winged 
doves, and sandhill cranes. Proposed 
hunting regulations will be discussed for 
these species and for common snipe; . 
rails; gallinules; migratory game birds in 
Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands; mourning doves in Hawaii; 
September teal seasons in the 
Mississippi and Central Flyways; 
special September duck seasons in 
designated States; special sea duck 
seasons in the Atlantic Flyway; and 
extended falconry seasons. Statements 
or comments are invited. 

This supplemental proposed 
rulemaking document describes a 

number of changes which have been 

proposed by commentors on the original 
framework proposals published on April 
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19, 1982, in the Federal Register. Several 


minor errors are also corrected. 


Review of Public Comments and the 
Service’s Response 


Written Comments Received. 

Twenty-two respondents commented 
by May 19, 1982, on the Service's initial 
proposals in the Federal Register dated 
April 19, 1962 (47 FR 16718). These 
include from 4 
individuals, 1 national organization, 12 
State agencies, 1 local government, and 
4 communications from waterfowl 
flyway councils. The responses 
represent a broad spectrum of public 
interest. In some instances, the 
communications did not specifically 
mention the open comment period or 
regulatory proposals. However, because 
they were received or sent during the 
comment period and generally relate to 
migratory bird hunting regulations, they 
are treated as comments. Where the 
Service indicates acceptance of a new 
recommendation, it becomes a 
supplemental proposal subject to public 
comment. 

A few other comments related to 
specific hunting season dates within the 
proposed season framework. Inasmuch 
as the season dates are selected by 
State conservation agencies, such 
comments were excluded. 


Comments Received at Public Hearing. 
The comments received at the June 23, 
1982, public hearing will be addressed in 


the next supplemental proposal to be 
published in the Federal Register. 
Supplemental Proposals 

The following comments, proposals, 
modifications, and minor clarifications 
or corrections are numbered to 
correspond with the numbered items 
published in the Federal Register dated 
April 19, 1982. To facilitate review, early 
season regulations include items 1, 16, 
20, 23, and 27, while late season 
regulations include items 1, 2, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, and 27. In a number of cases, the 
Service responds to the public 
comments but proposes no changes. 

1. Shooting hours. A Virginia hunter 
suggested modifying the shooting hours 
so that wood ducks could be hunted 
until one-half hour after sunset. He 
stated that wood ducks in his area do 
not fly until after sunset. 

Response. The Service has addressed 
propésed changes in shooting hours 
frequently in the past and ion issued an 
environmental assessment on the topic. 
These elaborate on reasons for one 


Service is of the view that changes in 


existing shooting hours are inadvisable 
and proposes no changes at this time. 

2. Framework dates for ducks and 
geese in the continental United States. 
Massachusetts requested an extension 
ee 
a means of reducing the size of locally 
breeding, non-migratory Canada geese. 
and to reduce crop depredations and 
other its. Massachusetts noted 
that 10 to 16 thousand Canada geese 
now winter in the State, and that they 
cause damage to crops, including 

and berries. The State 
indicated that it would rescind its 
request for the longer season if other 
Atlantic Flyway States having simiiar 
goose problems reduce their seasons 
from 90 to 70 days as an effort to re- 
establish more geese in the southern 
part of the flyway. 

Michigan repeated its request that the 
framework opening date for waterfowl 
in the Upper Peninsula be advanced into 
September, e.g., September 26, 1982. A 
State analysis of duck harvest data 
indicating that only 10 percent of the 
statewide harvest occurs in the Upper 
Peninsula was cited as evidence that the 
change would have little impact on 
Michigan overall duck harvest. Michigan 
noted that local goose flocks creating a 
public nuisance in the semi-urban 
environment in the Southeast Goose 
Management Area justify extending the 
framework closing date to February 15. 
Harvest opportunities for these geese 
are related to the presence of snow 
cover and reduced temperatures which 
commonly occur in late January and 
early February. 

e Upper Region Regulations 
Committee of the Mississippi Flyway 


‘Council disapproved Michigan's request 


for a waterfowl framework opening on 
September 26, endorsed Michigan's 
request for an extension of the goose 
season framework to February 15, 1983, 
and endorsed Wisconsin's request for 
an October 1 framework opening date 
for waterfowl (instead of the Saturday 
closest to October 1, as has been 
generally proposed for the Mississippi 
Flyway). 

The Lower Region Regulations 
Committee of the Mississippi Flyway 
Council recommended that framework 
closing dates for ducks, , and coots 
in all its member States be extended 
from January 20 to January 31. The group 
also recommended that September duck 
seasons be allowed in member States 
“at the earliest opportunity,” with 
provisions being similar to the 
experimental seasons underway in 
Kentucky and Tennessee. 

The Waterfowi Habitat Owners’ . 
Alliance and several California hunters 


suggested that the California waterfowl! 


season framework be extended through 


birds, and that the season be extended 
into December. These measures are 
requested to alleviate local problems 
arising from increased numbers of these 
geese. 

Response. Based on a review of the 
information ss and considering 
the Flyway Council recommendations, 
the Service concurs with the Michigan 
request relating to the Southeast Goose 
Management Area, and with the 
Wisconsin request to adopt a standard 
October 1 season opening, and 
to implement these changes. On the 
other hand, the Service does not favor 
additional earlier or later frameworks 
until evaluations of the lowa, Florida, 
Kentucky, Mississippi and Tennessee 
experimental seasons have been 
completed, and does not propose any 
change at this time. The request for 
regulatory changes for Canada geese in 
Green Lake County, Wisconsin, will be 
considered in conjunction with the 
management of the Mississippi Valley 
Population to which these geese belong, 
and the views of interested States and 
the Mississippi Flyway Council. 

12. Canvasbacks and redheads. The 
Upper Region Regulations Committee, 
Mississippi Flyway Council, 
recommended Service endorsement of 
its canvasback and redhead 
management guidelines. The guidelines 
provide: 

** * That we a breeding 
population level and habitat index for both 
species which would require the area closure 
concept and restrictive bag limits (1 or 1/100 

pt.). For example, a canvasback 
population of 550,000 or less {three-year — 


or 1/100 point each) and area closure. Any 
two consecutive years of such poor habitat 
conditions would require complete closure of 
hunting on each species for that year as 
would any three-year average 

population of 400,000 canvasbacks and 
500,000 or less redheads. 

Breeding populations and habitat values 
above these minimums would allow for 
modest increase in bag limits (1 and 1/70 
points each) and modest changes in the area 
closure concept (drop county closures and 
retain true key area closures such as La 
Crosse, Wisconsin and Keokuk Pool plus 
others as deemed necessary). Key 
concentration areas could be closed during 
peak migratory periods rather than 
throughout the season. 
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Further increases in bag limits would be 
influenced by how well each population is 
growing toward the long-term goals of 850,000 
breeding canvasbacks and one million 
breeding redheads as well as improved 
habitat conditions on the principal breeding 
grounds. Current long-term goals for each 
species are ambitious and may require 
modification in future years. 


Wisconsin again proposed that its 
area closures for canvasbacks be 
terminated. The Upper Region 
Regulations Committee recommended 
abolishment of canvasback closure 
areas in Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin 
on the basis that these traditional 
canvasback use areas no longer attract 
substantial numbers of canvasbacks. 
The Lower Region Regulations 
Committee, Mississippi Flyway Council, 
made a similar recommendation for area 
closures in Alabama, Louisiana, and 
Tennessee, further recommending that a 
point value of 100 be established for the 
species throughout the region whenever 
point system regulations apply. 

The Central Flyway Council 
recommended that the Service similarly 
abolish remaining canvasback closures 
in North Dakota and South Dakota. 

Response. The proposed guidelines for 
managing canvasback harvests include 
criteria which appear to be too 
inflexible for practical application, and 
do not appear to provide significant 
improvement over present strategies 
based on average breeding population 
trends, productivity forecasts, minimal 
bag limits, and area closures. 

The Service notes that shifts in 
distribution during migration or on 
wintering areas may have nullified the 
intended benefits of closing specific 
areas to canvasback hunting. If the 
absence of canvasbacks on areas 
presently closed is adequately 
documented, or it can be demonstrated 
that closures are ineffective, the Service 
will reconsider its present proposal to 
retain existing canvasback closed areas. 

13. Zoning. Michigan repeated its 
request that it be permitted to establish 
3 waterfowl hunting zones in lieu of the 
two in effect in recent years. It also 
requested a minor change in the present 
boundary; this involves shifting a few 
hundred acres of the Manistee River 
State Game Area from the South to 
North Zone. The Upper Region 
Regulations Committee of the 
Mississippi Flyway Council 
recommended that Ohio be permitted to 
continue setting waterfowl regulations 
by zones during 1982-83 pending 
completion of the final report for the 
1979-81 study. The Committee supported 
Michigan's request for a minor change in 
its existing zone boundaries but opposed 
Michigan's proposal to establish three 


hunting zones. The Committee also 
opposed Indiana’s request to split its 
waterfowl hunting seasons within zones, 
and Iowa’s request to-establish zones 
for setting waterfowl seasons. The 
Central Flyway Council indicated its 
support of zoning proposals submitted to 
it by Montana, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma. 

The following zone descriptions were 
provided by the three new States 
proposing to initiate zoning studies. 

Montana—The Central Flyway 
portion of the State would be divided as 
follows: 

Zone 1. Bighorn, Blaine, Carbon, 
Daniels, Fergus, Garfield, Golden 
Valley, Judith Basin, McCone, 


~ Musselshell, Petroleum, Phillips, 


Richland, Roosevelt, Sheridan, 
Stillwater, Sweetgrass, Valley, 
Wheatland, and Yellowstone Counties. 

Zone 2. Carter, Custer, Dawson, 
Fallon, Powder River, Prairie, Rosebud, 
Treasure, and Wibaux Counties. 

New Mexico—The Central Flyway 
portion of the State would be divided as 
follows: 

Zone 1. That area lying north of 
Interstate 40 from the Continental 
Divide east to Tucumcari and thence 
northeast on U.S. Highway 54 to the 
Texas line, including portions of 
Bernalillo, Cibola, Guadalupe, 
McKinley, Quay, and Rio Arriba 
Counties and all of Colfax, Harding, Los 
Alamos, Mora, Sandoval, San Miguel, 
Santa Fe, Taos, and Union Counties. 

Zone 2. That area, not in Zone 1, 
including portions of Bernalillo, Cibola, 
Guadalupe, and Quay Counties and all 
of Chaves, Curry, De Baca, Dona Ana, 
Eddy, Lea, Lincoln, Luna, Otero, 
Roosevelt, Sierra, Socorro, Torrance, 
and Valencia Counties. 

Oklahoma—The Low Plains portion of 
the State would be divided as follows: 

Zone 1. That area lying north of 
Interstate 40 and west of Interstate 35 
excluding the panhandle and portions of 
Roger Mills and Custer Counties and all 
of Grant County. 

Zone 2. The remainder of Oklahoma 
excluding the panhandle. 

Response. The Service concurs with 
the requests noted above for Ohio, 
Montana, New Mexico, and Oklahoma, 
and the minor boundary change for 
Michigan. Acceptance of the new zoning 
studies in Montana, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma is contingent upon their 
fulfilling criteria published in the 
Federal Register dated April 19, 1982, at 
47 FR 16725. On the other hand, the 
Service does not favor Michigan's 
request for 3 zones because it also 
involves a change in the framework 
opening. The Service does not propose 
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any changes for Indiana and Iowa at 
this time. 

14. Goose and brant seasons. 
Delaware noted that a 70-day snow 
goose season was erroneously proposed 
in the framework published in the 
Federal Register dated April 19, 1982, at 
47 FR 16726. 

Response. The intended season length 
for the Atlantic Flyway is 90 days, the 
same that was in effect during 1981-82. 
The proposed framework is corrected 
below to read 90 days. 

The Service further notes that 
described portions of the Atlantic. 
Flyway where Canada goose season 
framework ending dates of January 20, 
1983, and January 31, 1983, apply contain 
certain errors (47 FR 16726). The 
corrected description follows: 


Between October 1, 1982, and January 20, 
1983, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
Maryland, and Virginia (excluding those 
portions of the cities of Virginia Beach and 
Chesapeake lying east of Interstate 64 and 
U.S. Highway 17) may select 70-day seasons 
on Canada geese; the daily bag and 
possession limits are 3 and 6 geese, 
respectively. However, in the area comprised 
of New York (including Long Island), Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, 
the Delmarva Peninsula portions of Maryland 
and Virgina, and that portion of Pennsylvania 
lying east and south of a boundary beginning 
at Interstate Highway 83 at the Maryland 
border and extending north to Harrisburg, 
then east on U.S. Highway 22 to the New 
Jersey border, the Canada goose season 
length may be 90 days with the closing 
framework date extended to January 31, 1983. 
The daily bag limit within this area (except 
New York, Rhode Island, and Connecticut) 
will be 4 birds with a possession limit of 8 
birds. The daily bag and possession limits in 
New York, Rhode Island, and Connecticut 
will be 3 and 6, respectively. North Carolina 
and those portions of the cities of Virginia 
Beach and Chesapeake lying east of 
Interstate 64 and U.S. Highway 17 in Virginia 
may select 50-day seasons on Canada geese 
within the October 1, 1982, to January 20, 
1983, framework; the daily bag and 
possession limits are 2 and 4 Canada geese, 
respectively. South Carolina may select a 50- 
day season on Canada geese within the 
October 1, 1982, to January 20, 1983, 
framework; the daily bag and possession 
limits are 1 and 2 Canada geese, respectively. 
The season will be closed on Canada geese 
in Florida and Georgia. States may, in lieu of 
zoning, split their goose season into two or 
three segments. 

Between October 1, 1982, and January 31, 
1983, States in the Atlantic Flyway may 
select 90-day seasons on snow geese 
{including blue geese); the daily bag and 
possession limits are 4 and 8 geese, 
respectively. 


Michigan proposed that the uniform 
statewide Canada goose daily and 
possession limits be 2 and 4 birds, 
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respectively, except in special 
management areas where higher limits 
may be justified. 

Response. Action on this request is 
deferred pending additional population 
and production information, and 
recommendations from the Mississippi 
Flyway Council. 

The Upper Region Regulations 
Committee, Mississippi Flyway Council, 
endorsed Michigan’s request for 
extending the goose season to 107 days 
ending February 15 in the Southeastern 
Goose Management Area as a means of 
limiting the population growth of giant 
Canada geese, and also Michigan’s 
request for lengthening the goose season 
to 60 days in the Saginaw County Goose 
Management Area, but rejected the 
proposal to allow the taking of brant 
with other geese. The Committee also 
approved Illinois’ plan to establish a 
Canada goose harvest quota area in 
Fulton, Henry, and Knox Counties. 

Response. The revised proposed 
frameworks will include the requested 
changes for Southeastern and Saginaw 
Goose Management Areas in Michigan 
and the new Canada goose quota area 
in Illinois. 

New Mexico and the Central Flyway 
Council recommended that in New 
Mexico, a distinction be made in the 
frameworks between light and dark 
geese. The Central Flyway Council 
proposed that “dark” geese be redefined 
for the purpose of setting hunting 
regulations. 

Response. The Service concurs with 
these recommendations and proposes to 
make the changes requested. 

16. Sandhill cranes. Wyoming 
requested a combination special 
sandhill crane and Canada goose season 
in portions of Lincoln County as a 
means of reducing populations and 
alleviating crop depredations. The 
proposed season would occur during 
September 1-14, a time when whooping 
cranes would still be at Grays Lake, 
Idaho. Hunting would be by State 
permit, with 125 each being issued in the 
Bear River drainage and Star Valley. 
Each permittee would be allowed to 
take two sandhill cranes and three 
Canada geese. As a measure to control 
hunting, should a whooping crane 
appear, and to collect better harvest 
data, hunters would be required to 
check in and out of the hunting areas 
daily through two check stations. 
Wyoming's request was endorsed by the 
Pacific Flyway Council, and 
recommended to the Service. 

A number of changes were proposed 
for sandhill crane hunting frameworks 
by the Central Flyway Council. It 
recommended that in North Dakota a 
season not to exceed 9 days, to occur 


during September 1-20, be permitted in 
Benson, Burleigh, Emmons, Kidder, 
Logan, McHenry, Pierce, and Stutsman 
Counties, and that in McLean and 
Sheridan Counties a16-day season 
within the same framework be 
permitted. A season framework not to 
exceed 58 days within September 1- 
February 28 was proposed for Colorado, 
Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming. 
Within these States some additional 
changes were proposed; these include 
establishing a statewide season in 
Kansas, including Sheridan County as a 
hunting area in Montana, changing the 
hunting area in South Dakota from 5 
counties to statewide, and adding 
Campbell and Converse Counties to the 
Wyoming hunting area. No season is 
proposed at this time for Nebraska. 

For New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Texas, a season not to exceed 93 days to 
be selected within the period September 
1-February 28 was proposed. The 
hunting areas would remain the same as 
in the 1981-82 season except in 
Oklahoma where an area between U.S. 
81 and Interstate 35 would be added. 

New Mexico and the Central Flyway 
Council endorsed an experimental 
hunting season for a limited area in 
southwestern New Mexico. 

Response. The Service addressed 
most of these request and provided more 
detailed information about them in the 
Federal Register dated April 19, 1982, at 
47 FR 16727. At that time the Service 
stated: 

Various sandhill crane population 
management plans are nearing completion in 
the Central and Pacific Flyways. These plans 
should be completed before regulatory 
changes are considered. In addition, there is 
a need to address hunting and harvest levels 
for sandhill cranes in a more comprehensive 
way than appears to be the case now. This 
should be done with a view to providing 
guidelines to the overall harvest of cranes as 


__ well as the harvest of particular populations 


or populations segments that may need 
special consideration. Where different State 
harvest proposals are directed to the same 
sandhill crane population, it is important that 
the proposed regulations be assessed in light 
of overall crane population objectives, 
estimated allowable harvests, and expected 
subspecific composition of birds to be 
subjected to additional harvest. The Service 
will consider these requests further as 
additional information becomes available. 
Wyoming's request concerns both sandhill 
cranes and Canada geese and would entail a 
major change in framework dates for hunting 
geese, so as to permit hunting in Septmber. 
The Service proposes to defer consideration 
of such a change pending further information 
and the completion of a management plan for 
these geese. 

20 White-winged doves. The Pacific 
Flyway Council recommended that the 
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season framework for white-winged 
doves, except in Arizona, be increased 
to 70 days, the same as for mourning 
doves, with not more than 10 white- 
winged doves daily and 20 in possession 
within the limits allowed for mourning 
doves. 

Response. The revised frameworks 
will include the above proposals. 

23. Mourning doves. Two errors exist 
in the Central Management Unit 
mourning dove framework published at 
47 FR 16728. The first is the omission of 
the season length of 60 days. Second, a 
typographical error identifies the 
possession limit under the 45-day, 15 
dove daily bag limit alternative as 20 
doves. The correct possession limit 
under the alternative is 30 doves. 

In the Federal Register dated April 19, 
1982 (at 47 FR 16728), the Service noted 
that it was considering the desirability 
of applying generally uniform mourning 
dove frameworks to the 3 management 
units in the United States. No specific 
proposal was made pending additional 
review and comment. 

In response to this notice, South 
Carolina suggested that the mourning 
dove bag limit in the Eastern 
Management Unit be increased from 12 
to 18 birds in States selecting half-day 
shooting. This was justified on the 
grounds that hunting accounts for only 
about 11 percent of the 70 percent total 
mortality of doves, the average hunter in 
South Carolina bagged 5.9 doves per trip 
during the early season and 3.1 per trip 
during the last part of the split season, 
belief that the increased bag limit would 
have little impact upon the overall 
harvest, and call-count survey data 
which suggested that breeding doves are 
increasing in South Carolina and the 
entire United States. 

The Central Flyway Council 
recommended that the basic mourning 
dove season in the Central Management 
Unit be increased from 60 to 70 days. 
The Pacific Flyway Council 
recommended that the basic framework 
in the Western Management Unit be 
changed from 50 days and 10 doves 
daily to 70 days and 12 doves daily, with 
and option for a 45-day season with 15 
doves daily and 30 in possession. 

Response. The Service is considering 
these recommendations but defers 
action on them pending receipt and 
consideration of additional comments. 

27. Migratory game bird seasons for 
falconers. The Mississippi Flyway 
Council endorsed Michigan's request 
that the framework within which states 
are permitted to set special falconry 
hunting seasons for waterfowl be 
altered to include September. 
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Response. The Service is of the view 
that different means of taking do not 
necessarily justify setting different 
frameworks within which seasons may 
be selected and proposes to retain 
present falconry hunting season 
frameworks. 


Public Comment Invited 


Based on the results of migratory 
game bird studies now in progress and 
having due consideration for any data or 
views submitted by interested parties, 
the possible amendments resulting from 
this supplemental rulemaking will 
specify open seasons; shooting hours; 
and bag and possession limits for 
designated migratory game birds in the 
United States, including Alaska, Puerto 
Rico, and the Virgin Islands. 

The Director intends that finally 
adopted rules be as responsive as 
possible to all concerned interests. He 
therefore desires to obtain the 
comments and suggestions of the public, 
other concerned governmental agencies, 
and private interests on these proposals 
and will take into consideration the 
comments received. Such comments, 
and any additional information 
received, may lead the Director to adopt 
final regulations differing from these 
proposals. 

Special circumstances are involved in 
the establishment of these regulations 
which limit the amount of time which 
the Service can allow for public 
comment. Specifically, two 
considerations compress the time in 
which the rulemaking process must 
operate: the need, on the one hand, to 
establish final rules at a point early 
enough in the summer to allow affected 
State agencies to appropriately adjust 
their licensing and regulatory 
mechanisms, and, on the other hand, the 
unavailability before mid-June of 
specific, reliable data on this year’s 
status of some migratory shore and 
upland game bird populations. 
Therefore, the Service believes that to 
allow a comment periods past the dates 
specified earlier is contrary to the public 
interests. 


Comment Procedure 


It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to 
participate in the rulemaking process. 
Accordingly, interested persons may 
participate in the rulemaking process by 
submitting written comments to the 
Director (FWS/MBMO), U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection during normal 
business hours at the Service's office in . 


Room 525 B, Matomic Building, 1717 H 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

All relevant comments on proposals 
for Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands received no later than June 23, 
1982; on early season proposals (except 
Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands) received no later than July 16, 
1982; and those on late season proposals 
received by August 23, 1982, will be 
considered. The Service will attempt to 
acknowledge comments, but substantive 
response to individual comments may 
not be provided. 


Recommendation To Change Process for 
Establishing Migratory Bird Hunting 
Regulations 

In the Federal Register dated April 19, 
1982 (at 47 FR 16721), the Service 
presented a recommendation received 
from the Office of Management and 
Budget. Because of the importance and 
implications of the proposal, it is again 
described. 


The Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB), as part of its program to eliminate 
unnecessary, burdensome or 
counterproductive regulations, has urged the 
Service to consider not publishing final rules 
(regulations) on hunting season dates and 
options selected by State conservation 
agencies from annual frameworks. Under this 
arrangement there would be no Federal 
regulations showing hunting season dates 
and options selected by each State. Instead, 
the final regulatory action taken by the 
Service would be the promulgation of 
frameworks. Season selections and other 
selected options would be finalized only in 
State regulations. The Service would continue 
to review State selections for consistency 
with Federal frameworks, and would compile 
them for informational purposes. 

Acceptance of the OMB recommendation 
would shift the focus of the Federal 
regulations from individual hunters to State 
conservation agencies, with the latter being 
required to make proper selections from the 
Federal frameworks, and formalize the 
selections as State regulations. 


The Service emphasizes its desire to 
receive comments on the proposal from 
all interested parties. All written 
comments received through August 3, 
1982, will be taken into consideration. In 
addition, opportunity will be afforded at 
the June 23, 1982, early season 
regulations public hearing and the 
August 3, 1982, late season regulations 
public hearing for interested parties to 
provide statements.regarding the 
proposal. 

Flyway Council Meetings 

The Service published a final rule in 
the Federal Register dated December 22, 
1981 (46 FR 62077) which established 
certain procedures in the development 
of the annual migratory bird hunting 
regulations. This rule took effect on 
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January 21, 1982. One provision is to 
publish notification of meetings of 
waterfowl flyway councils where 
Department officials will be in 
attendance. In this regard, Departmental 
representatives will be present at the 
following summer meetings of the 
various flyway councils: 

Atlantic Flyway—Charleston, SC 

(Charleston Sheraton), July 29-30 
Mississippi Flyway—Mobile, AL 

(Quality Inn), July 29-30 ~ 
Central Flyway—Colorado Springs, CO 

(Four Seasons Motor Inn), July 28-29 
Pacific Flyway—Reno, NV (Sahara 

Hilton), July 28. 

Although agendas are not yet 
available, these meetings usually 
commence.at 8:30 to 9 a.m. on the days 
indicated. 


NEPA Consideration 


The “Final Environmental Statement 
for the Issuance of Annual Regulations 
Permitting the Sport Hunting of 
Migratory Birds (FES 75-54)” was filed 
with the Council on Environmental 
Quality on June 6, 1975, and notice of 
availability was published in the 
Federal Register on June 13, 1975 (40 FR 
25241). In addition, several 
environmental assessments have been 
prepared on specific matters which 
serve to supplement the material in the 
Final Environmental Statement. Copies 
of these documents are available from 
the Service. 


Endangered Species Act Consideration 


Section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act provides that, “The Secretary shall 
review other programs administered by 
him and utilize such programs in 
furtherance of the purposes of this Act,” 
and “by taking such action necessary to 
insure that any action authorized, 
funded, or carried out. . . is not likely 
to jeopardize the continued existence of 
such endangered or threatened species 
or result in the destruction or 
modification of habitat of such species 

. . which is determined to be critical.” 

Section 7 consultations are presently 
under way regarding both the early and 
late season regulatory proposals. It is 
possible that the findings from the 
consultation, which will be included in a 
biological opinion, may cause 
modification of some of the regulatory 
measures proposed in this document. 
Any modifications that may be desirable 
will be reflected in the final frameworks 
for Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands, scheduled for publication in the 
Federal Register on or about July 2, 1982; 
those for other early seasons on or 
about July 27, 1982; and for late seasons 
on or about September 1, 1982. 
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As in the past, hunting regulations this 
year are designed, among other things, 
to remove or alleviate chances of 
conflict between seasons for migratory 
game birds and the protection and 
conservation of endangered and 
threatened species and their habitats. 
Examples of such consideration include 
areas closed to dove and pigeon hunting 
for protection of the Puerto Rican plain 
pigeon and the Puerto Rican parrot, both 
of which are classified as endangered. 
Also, an area in Alaska and 2 California 
counties are closed to Canada goose 
hunting for protection of the endangered 
Aleutian Canada goose. 

The-Service’s biological opinions 
resulting from its consultation under 
Section 7 are considered public 
documents and are available for public 
inspection in or available from the 


‘ 


Office of Endangered Species and the 
Office of Migratory Bird Management, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act and Executive 
Order 12291 


In the Federal Register dated April 19, 
1982 (at 47 FR 16722), the Service 
reported measures it had undertaken to 
comply with requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act and the 
Executive Order. These included 
preparing a Determination of Effects and 
an updated Final Regulatory Impact 
Analysis, and publication of a summary 
of the latter. All this information is 
included in the present document by 
reference. As noted in the early Federal 
Register publication, the Service plans 
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to issue its Memorandum of Law for the 
migratory bird hunting regulations at the 
same time the first of the annual hunting 
rules is finalized. 


Authorship 

The primary author of this proposed 
rulemaking is Henry M. Reeves, Office 
of Migratory Bird Management, working 
under the direction of John P. Rogers, 
Chief. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 20 
Hunting, Wildlife, Exports, Imports, 
Transportation. 
Dated: June 1, 1982. 
G. Ray Arnett, 


Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks. 


[FR Doc. 82-16106 Filed 6-14-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 








Part V 


Department of 
Transportation 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 


Uniform Tire Quality Grading; Consumer 
Tire Quality Grading; Interim Final Rule 
and Request for Comments 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 


49 CFR Part 575 
[Docket No. 25; Notice 46] 


Consumer Information Regulations; 
Uniform Tire Quality Grading 


AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT. 
ACTION: Interim final rule and request 
for comments. 


SUMMARY: This notice makes several 
technical amendments to the test 
procedures in the regulation on Uniform 
Tire Quality Grading (UTQG). The 
UTQG regulation specifies that the tire 
rim size and tire loading used in testing 
individual tires are to be determined by 
using Table 1, Appendix A of Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109, 
New pneumatic tires. Since the portion 
of Table 1, Appendix A relied upon by 
the UTQG regulation was deleted in a 
previous agency rulemaking, effective 
June 15, 1982, reliance upon that 
Appendix will no longer be appropriate 
after that date. This notice replaces the 
references to Appendix A with 
equivalent methods for determining rim 
size and tire loading. 
DATES: This amendment is effective June 
15, 1982. Comments must be received on 
or before August 16, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Comments should refer to the 
docket number set forth above and be 
submitted to: Docket Section, Room 
5109, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Docket hours are 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. F. Cecil Brenner, Office of 
Automotive Ratings, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, 400 
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20590 (202-426-1740). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Uniform Tire Quality Grading (UTQG) 
regulation (49 CFR 575.104) requires that 
manufacturers and brand name owners 
of passenger car tires provide 
consumers with information on the 
treadwear, traction and temperature 
resistance of their tires. This information 
is to be generated in accordance with 
procedures specified in the regulation. 
Two parameters specified in the test 
procedures are the proper test rim width 
for each tire, and the load under which 
the tire is to be tested. The UTQG 
regulation refers to Appendix A of 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 109 (FMVSS 109) for the 


determination of rim size to be used for 
testing purposes. Table I of Appendix A 
provides a complete listing of tire sizes 
available in this country and for each 
size indicates the proper test rim size 
and maximum loads at various tire 
pressures. 

The UTQG regulation also refers to 
Appendix A of FMVSS 109 for the 
determination of tire load. The tire load 
for temperature resistance testing is the 
load specified in Appendix A of FMVSS 
109 for the tire pressure listed in Table I 
of the UTQG regulation. Thus, load is 
currently determined by obtaining the 
tire pressure from Table I of the UTQG 
regulation and finding the load for that 
pressure level in Appendix A. The tire 
load for treadwear and traction testing 
is determined in the same way, except 
that the load level found in Appendix A 
is multiplied by 85 percent. 

Beginning on June 15, 1982, reliance 
upon Appendix A of FMVSS 109 to 
determine rim size and tire load for 
UTQG testing will no longer be 
possible. On that date, the agency's 
amendment (December 17, 1981; 46 FR 
61473) deleting Table I of Appendix A 
will become effective. As FMVSS 109 is 
currently written, the tire manufacturers 
and brand name owners must submit 
the rim size information to NHTSA for 
incorporation in Table I. Under the 
amendment, they will be able to satisfy 
FMVSS 109 by either securing the 
incorporation of the information in a 
publication of a standardization 
organization like the Tire and Rim 
Association or one of its foreign 
counterparts or by submitting it to the 
agency, their dealers, and others who 
request it, without the need for the 
information's incorporation in any other 
document. 

As to tire load information, the tire 
manufacturers and brand name owners 
must currently calculate loads for 
pressure levels ranging from 16 to 40 
pounds per square inch in most cases 
and submit the information to NHTSA 
for incorporation in Table I. After June 
14, they need determine the load only 
for a single pressure level, the maximum 
one. The responsibilities of the 
manufacturers and brand name owners 
under amended FMVSS 109 regarding 
load information may be satisfied in the 
same fashion as their responsibilities 
regarding rim size. 

The deletion of Table I of Appendix A 
was intended to reduce an unnecessary 
regulatory burden placed by FMVSS 109 
on the tire industry and the agency. The 
action was not intended to make any 
change in the UTQG test procedures. 
However, the deletion of Table I of 
Appendix A necessitates amending the 
UTQG regulation so that rim size and 
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tire load can be determined without 
reference to that appendix. 

This notice provides the means for 
making those determinations. The rim 
size to be used for UTQG testing is the 
same size specified by the tire 
manufacturer or brand name owner in a 
publication of a standardization 
association or in a submission directly 
to the agency. This provision does not in 
any way change the rim size used for 
UTQG testing. Instead, it simply 
changes the source of obtaining the rim 
size information. 

As to tire loading, the UTQG testing 
will henceforth rely upon mathematical 
calculation involving a tire’s maximum 
load, as molded on its sidewall, instead 
of relying upon information submitted 
by the manufacturer or brand name 
owner to any organization or agency. 
Under the new procedure, the maximum 
load is multiplied by a factor, ranging 
from .851 to .687 depending on the tire’s 
maximum inflation pressure, and the 
result is rounded. The rounded result is 
used for temperature resistance testing. 
For treadwear and traction testing, the 
rounded result is multiplied by 85 
percent. In most instances, this 
procedure produces the same load as is 
currently obtained by reference to Table 
I of Appendix A. In those instances in 
which the load is different, the degree of 
difference is so slight that the difference 
will not have any practical effect on the 
UTQG test results. 

The agency finds good cause for 
issuing these amendments without prior 
notice and comment. The agency 
believes that prior notice and comment 
are unnecessary. The revisions are 
technical and editorial in nature. In most 
instances, the revisions produce no 
changes in the procedures under which 
tires are tested for UTQG purposes. In 
the few instances in which there will be 
a change, the change is so slight as to be 
substantively insignificant. Although the 
agency has concluded that prior notice 
and comment are unnecessaty, it has 
decided to go beyond the minimum 
requirements of the Administrative 
Procedures Act and provide a 60-day 
comment period on these amendments. 
For the same reasons set forth above 
and to permit continued implementation 
of the UTQG regulation, the agency 
finds good cause for making the 
revisions effective immediately. 

Since this proceeding is merely 
intended to allow the continued ~ 
implementation of the UTQG regulation 
without any change in the manner of 
implementation, NHTSA has determined 
that this proceeding does not involve a 
major rule within the meaning of 
Executive Order 12291 or a significant 
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rule within the meaning of the 
Department of Transportation regulatory 
procedures. Further, there are virtually 
no economic impacts of this action so 
that preparation of a full regulatory 
evaluation is unnecessary. 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act does 
not require the preparation of flexibility 
analyses with respect to rulemaking 
proceedings, such as this one, for which 
prior notice and comment is not required 
by the Administrative Progedures Acct. If 
the requirement for preparation of such 
analyses were applicable, the agency 
would certify that this action would not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. As 
noted above, this action will make 
essentially no change in the 
implementation of the UTQG regulation. 

NHTSA has concluded that this action 
will have essentially no environmental 
consequences and therefore that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments on the agency’s action 
announced above and on any other 
topics relevant to this notice. It is 
requested but not required that 10 copies 
be submitted. 

All comments must be limited not to 
exceed 15 pages in length. Necessary 
attachments may be appended to these 
submissions without regard to the 15- 
page limit. This limitation is intended to 
encourage commenters to detail their 
primary argument in a concise fashion. 

If a commenter wishes to submit 
certain information under a claim of 
confidentiality, three copies of the 
complete submission, including 
purportedly confidential information, 
should be submitted to the Chief 
Counsel, NHTSA, at the street address 
given above, and seven copies from 
which the purportedly confidential 
information has been deleted should be 
submitted to the Docket Section. Any 
claim of confidentiality must be 
supported by a statement demonstrating 
that the information falls within 5 U.S.C. 
section 552(b)(4), and that disclosure of 
the information is likely to result in 
substantial competitive damage; 
specifying the period during which the 
information must be withheld to avoid 
that damage; and showing that earlier 
disclosure would result in that damage. 
In addition, the commenter or, in the 
case of a torporation, a responsible 
corporate official authorized to speak 
for the corporation must certify in 
writing that each item for which 
confidential treatment is required is in 
fact confidential within the meaning of 
section (b)(4) and that a diligent search 
has been conducted by the commenter 
or its employees to assure that none of 


the specified items have previously been 
disclosed or otherwise become available 
to the public. 

All comments received before the 
close of business on the comment 
closing date indicated above will be 
considered, and will be available for 
examination in the docket at the above 
address both before and after that date. 
To the extent possible, comments filed 
after the closing date will also be 
considered. However, the rulemaking 
may proceed at any time after that date, 
and comments received after the closing 
date and too late for consideration in 
regard to the action will be treated as 
suggestions for future rulemaking. 
NHTSA will continue to file relevant 
material as it becomes available in the 
docket after the closing date, it is 
recommended that interested persons 
continue to examine the docket for new 
material. Those persons desiring to be 
notified upon receipt of their comments 
in the rulemaking docket should enclose, 
in the envelope with their comments, a 
self-addressed stamped postcard. Upon 
receiving the comments, the docket 
supervisor will return the postcard by 
mail. 


List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 575 


Consumer.protection, Labeling, Motor 
vehicle safety, Motor vehicles, Rubber 
and rubber products, Tires. 

(Secs. 103, 112, 119, 201, 203, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 
Stat. 718 (15 U.S.C. 1392, 1401, 1407, 1421, 
1423); delegations of authority at 49 CFR 1.50) 


Issued on June 11, 1982. 
Raymond A. Peck, Jr., 
Administrator. 


PART 575—CONSUMER 
INFORMATION REGULATIONS 


In consideration of the foregoing, 49 
CFR 575.104 is amended as follows: 

1. Section 575.104(e)(1)(v) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 575.104 Uniform tire quality grading 
standards. 


. * * * * 


* * & 


(e) 
J (1) i 

(v) On each convoy vehicle, all tires 
are mounted on identical rims of design 
or measuring rim width specified for 
tires of that size in accordance with 49 
CFR 571.109, § 4.4.1 (a) or (b), or a rim 
having a width within —0 to +0.50 
inches of the width listed. 


2. Section 575.104(e)(2)(iii) is revised 
to read as follows: 

(e) -— & @ 

(2) ** * 


(iii) Load each vehicle so that the load 
on each course monitoring and 
candidate tire is 85 percent of the test 
load specified in § 575.104(h). 

3. The first sentence of 
§ 575.104(f)(2){i)(B} is revised to read as 
follows: 


as 

{i}* ** 

(B), Mount each tire on a rim of design 
or measuring rim width specified for 
tires of its size in accordance with 49 
CFR 571.109, § 4.4.1 (a), or (b), or arim 
having a width within —0 to +-0.50 
inches of the width listed. 


* * * . * 


4. The first sentence of 
§ 575.104(f)(2)(viii) is revised. to read as 
follows: 


* * « 


(2) ** * 

(viii) Prepare two candidate tires. of 
the same construction type, 
manufacturer, line, and size designation 
in accordance with paragraph (f){2)(i)} of 
this section, mount them on the test 
apparatus, and test one of them 
according to the procedures of 
paragraph (f)(2)(ii) through (v) of this 
section, except load each tire to 85% of 
the test load specified in § 575.104(h). 


* * 


5. Section 575.104(g)(1) is revised to 
read as follows: 


* * . . . 


* * 


(1) Mount the tire on a rim of design or 
measuring rim width specified for tires 
of its size in accordance with 49 CFR 
571.109, § 4.4.1 (a) or (b) and inflate it to 
the applicable pressure specified in 
Table 1 of this section. 

6. Section 575.104(g)(6) is revised to 
read as follows: 


* * « . * 


= 
(6) Press the tire against the test wheel 


at the load specified in § 575.104(h). 

7. Section 575.104 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (h) immediately 
after Table 1 in paragraph (g), reading as 
follows: 

(h) Determination of test load. (1) To 
determine test loads for purposes of 
paragraphs (e)(2)(iii), (f)(2)(viii) and 
(g)(6), follow the procedure set forth in 
paragraphs (2) through (5) below. 

(2) Determine the tire’s maximum 
inflation pressure and maximum load 
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rating both as specified on the tire’s 
sidewall. 

(3) Determine the appropriate 
multiplier corresponding to the tire’s 
maximum inflation pressure, as set forth 
in Table 2. 3 

(4) Multiply the tire’s maximum load 
rating by the multiplier determined in 
paragraph (3). This is the tire’s 
calculated load. 

(5) Round the product determined in 
paragraph (4) (the calculated load) to 
the nearest multiple of ten pounds or, if 
metric units are used, 5 kilograms. For 
example, 903 pounds would be rounded 
to 900 and 533 kilograms would be 
rounded to 535. This figure is the test 
load. 


TABLE 2 





Maximum inflation pressure 
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Reader Aids 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


PUBLICATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations 
CFR Unit 202-523-3419 
523-3517 
523-5227 
523-4534 


523-3419 


General information, index, and finding aids 
Incorporation by reference 
Printing schedules and pricing information 


Federal Register 

Corrections 

Daily Issue Unit 

General information, index, and finding aids 
Privacy Act 

Public Inspection Desk 


Scheduling of documents 


Laws 


Indexes 
Law numbers and dates 


523-5237 
523-5237 
523-5227 
523-5237 
523-5215 


523-3187 


523-5282 
523-5282 
523-5266 


Slip law orders (GPO) 275-3030 


Presidential Documents 

Executive orders and proclamations 

Public Papers of the President 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 


United States Government Manual 


SERVICES 


Agency services 

Automation 

Library 

Magnetic tapes of FR issues and CFR 
volumes (GPO) 

Public Inspection Desk 

Special Projects 

Subscription orders (GPO) 

Subscription problems (GPO) 

TTY for the deaf ‘ 


523-5233 
523-5235 
523-5235 


523-5230 


523-4534 
523-3408 
523-4986 
275-2867 


523-5215 
523-4534 
783-3238 
275-3054 
523-5229 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, JUNE 


23681-23912. 
23913-24096 
24097-24250 
24251-24538 
24539-24688. 
24689-25000... 
25001-25112... 
25113-25318... 
25319-25502... 
25503-25728... 
25729-25932 
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CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING JUNE 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a list of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 


3 CFR 


Executive Orders: 

June 8, 1926 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6252) 


23699-23702, 24112, 
25155, 25156, 25539 


D2. ..erevsesseesecveeeeceseerereveeeseees L4OAQ 


Proposed Rules: 

Ce ilicetectneenses 

, RR 

issih cercccmsecaquessecennce 

i pecicvciacctecenecionnn ae 
EES 





23752, 24141, 24342, 
25374, 25540 


55B....0000--. 29712, 24694, 24695 


DER inencsecssasscnsote . 
Rules: 
24112, 24737, 25026 


23927, 24306, 24552, 
25007-25013, 25143, 25144, 


23931-23935, 25017, 
25741 


24144, 25546 
23955; 25546 
24921, 25546 


25030, 25746 
23955, 23957, 24604, 
25031, 25032, on 


Public Land Orders: 
548 (Revoked 

in part by 

PLO 6252) 
1409 (Revoked by 
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25018, 25145, 25146 
23718, 23719 
23720, 24321 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

The following agencies have agreed to publish all This is a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE 
documents on two assigned days of the week 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 
(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). 











Monday Tuesday _ Wed Thursday os ig Friday 


_DOT/SECRETARY ___-USDA/ASCS ____ _________________DOT/SECRETARY _USDA/ASCS 
_DOT/COAST GUARD __ 

DOT/FAA ______USDA/REA wee __DOT/FAA_______CUUSDA/REA 
_DOT/FHWA _____CUSDA/SCS ; s ; ____DOT/FHWA___—_—USDA/SCS 


USDA/FNS kins , DOT/COAST GUARD ___USDA/FNS ___ 


_DOT/FRA ss MSPB/OPM ‘ ba _DOT/FRA _—CWMSPB/OPM ___ 


DOT/MA_ ss CLABORR a ; ee ; 2G) 3. ATMA... LABOR 





DOT/NHTSA______CHIH'S/FDA mista ___DOT/NHTSA ____CHHS/FDA 


ESR pales ste co DOT/RSPA 


_ DOT/SLSDC hs a ctehene a 
__DOT/UMTA ! Seats = onsale tia, 
Documents normally scheduled for Comments should be submitted to the 
publication on a day that will be a Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, 

Federal holiday will be published the next Office of the Federal Register, National 
work day following the holiday. Comments Archives and Records Service, General 


on this program are still invited. Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 
20408. 


List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become law were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion in today's List of Public 
Laws. 


Last Listing June 9, 1982 








